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Relief  Expenditures 

Per  person  and  Per  Case  January,  193C 


AITiRAGE  V7EEKLY  KYPKmDI  TUTIES  PER  PERSOH  iMYD  PEF.  CASE 


PERSONS 

The  average  weekly  expenditure  pen  person  for  the  State  as  a whole  was 
substantially  larcer  in  January  tiian  in  the  preceding  month  (See  table  1).  Thi 
increase  in  the  State  average  was  due  primarily  to  the  larger  averages  in  the  6 
counties  in  which  relief  is  distributed  on  a ccmracdity  order  basis. 

In  January  average  weekly  expendit'ores  per  person  increased  in  57  counties 
and  decreased  in  10.  Tiie  largest  increase  ($;.56)  occurred  in  Lebanon  County  and 
the  largest  decrease  ($.20)  occurred  in  Greene  County. 

The  individual  county  averages  per  person,  when  listed  in  order  of  amount, 
ranged,  in  December,  from  $.66  in  Fulton  County  to  $2,63  in  pliiladelphia  County, 
with  a median  figure  of  $1.56.  In  January  the  range  was  from  $1.02  in  Felton 
County  to  $2.66  in  Philadelphia  County,  with  a raedian  figure  of  $1.67.  There  wa 
a high  degree  of  similarity  between  the  county  rankings  in  the  two  periods  under 
consideration. 

The  following  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  average  weekly  exnenditures  per 
person  within  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranges  within 
which  the  17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  cf  the  distribution  fall. 


Average  h'&okly 

Expenditures  per  pi 

lor  cf  Counties 

December 

January 

17 

$ .86  — $1.32 

$1.02  - $1.49 

33 

$1.35  - $1.75 

$1.49  - $1.62 

17 

$1.76  - $2.63 

$1.63  - $2.66 

On  the  whole,  those  counties  which  had  a small  number  cf  persons  per  case 
had  large  av-^rage  weekly  expenditures  per  person,  whereas  those  counties  which 
had  a large  number  of  persons  per  case  had  small  average  weekly  expenditures  per 
person. 


The  average  number  of  persons  per  case  varied  widely  ameng  the  individual 
counties.  In  D^'Cember  the  av.,rages  ranged  from  2.93  in  Philadelphia  County  to 
6.40  in  Snyd'-r  County*.  The  January  averages  ranged  from  2.89  in  Philadelphia 
County  to  4.91  in  Adams  County.  In  46  of  the  67  counties  the  average  numb'_r  cf 
persons  per  casu  declined  in  January. 

The  following  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  average-  number  cf  persons  per 
case  7/ithin  ’"Rich  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranpres  v/ithin 
which  the-  17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 

Average  Number  cf  Persons  Per  Case 


Number  of  Counties 

December 

J anuary 

17 

2.93  - 5.73 

2.59  - 3. 

33 

3.74  - 4.36 

3.70  - 4.: 

17 

4.38  - 6.40 

4.23  - 4.' 

See  Note  at  bottom  of  Table  1. 
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In  Decombv.r,  of  the  17  counties  fulling  uithin  the  lcv;est  range  of  2.33  - 3.73 
persons  per  case,  10  ar>-  among  the  17  counties  falling  v;ithin  the  highest  rar.ge 
of  expenditures  per  person  ($1.76  - $2.63),  77hile  6 of  the  renaining  7 ccuniius 
fall  above  the  median  expenditure.  The  principal  cxcepticn,  Bradford  Ccunty , 
while  ranging  among  the  17  counties  with  a small  number  of  persons  ner  case  does 
not  ranx  anyv/here  near  the  17  counties  having  large  expenditures  per  p^  rsen. 

Similarly,  in  January,  of  the  17  counties  falling  -within  the  loo/est  range 
of  2.69  - 3.66  persons  per  case,  12  fall  -vvithin  the  highest  range  of  expenditures 
per  person  ($1.63  - $2.66).  Of  the  5 exceptions  all  but  one  fall  above  the 
median  expenditure  per  person,  and  that  one  falls  at  the  median  expenditure. 

Chart  1 shows  for  January  the  individual  counties  ranked  according  to  the 
■average  -weekly  expenditure-  per  person.  It  also  sho'ws  for  oacl.  county  the  average 
number  of  persons  per  case.  Chart  1 brings  out  rather  clearly  the  irv'-rse  r<^- 
lationship  bcti/cen  the  average  number  of  persons  per  c-j.se  and  the  average  v;-ekly 
exnenditure  per  person. 


CA3ES 


The  average  -weekly  expenditure  per  case  for  the  65  counties  in  which  relief 
is  distributed  on  a commodity  order  basis  was  substantially  larger  in  January 
th-an  in  Eecember,  while  the  average  weekly  expenditure  per  case  for  cash  relief 
in  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia  counties  ;-/as  lo-;;er  (See  tables  2 and  3,'.  Larger 
allowances  wer..  granted  for  rtll  items  of  relief  with  the  exception  of  clo-hing 
and  public  utilities. 

In  J'.nuary  average  wee;:ly  expenditures  per  case  increased  in  54  counties 
and  decreased  in  13.  In  Bradford,  DoLUphin,  Lebcanon , and  Union  counties  average 
weekly  expenditures  increased  by  more  th^.n  $1.00.  The  largest  decrease  ($.57; 
occurred  in  Perry  County. 

Average  v/eokly  expenditures  per  case  showed  marked  vv-rioAiens  cimong  the  in- 
dividual counties.  In  December  the  averages  ranged  from  $3.81  in  Fulton  Ccunty 
to  $7.88  in  VJayne  County.  In  Janu::ry  the  range  vas  from  $4.06  in  Fulton  County 
to  $8.23  in  Bucks  County.  These  v-;id..i  v.'.riations  may  be  attributed  in  part  to 
the  smallness  of  grants  v/hich  are  allcwed  by  certain  counties  for  individual 
items  of  relief  such  as  shelter  and  public  utilities. 

The  following  tabul-.tion  sha- s tlie  r'.inge  in  average  -.-;eekly  expenditures  per 
ense  -within  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  tegetru'-r  with  the  ranges  -within 
v.'hich  the  17  counties  on  each  tf  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 


Humber  of  CG'unties 


Average  ?/eekly  Expenditures  per  Case 


December 


January 


1.1 

33 

17 


$3.81  - $5.72 
$5.75  - $6.76 
$6.85  - $7.88 


$4 . 06 

$6.26 

ct-  7 in; 
• • j. 


$6 . 25 
$7 . 05 
$6.23 


In  general,  average  -weekly  expenditures  per  case  for  the  various  items  cf 
reli^jf  were  small  in  counties  in  which  the  total  expenditure  per  case  fer  all 
single  grant  it^^ms  "was  small,  -whereas  average  v/eekly  exnenditures  per  case  for 
tno  various  items  of  relief  v/ere  larger  in  counties  in  -.which  the  total  exnendi- 
turo  per  case  was  larger. 


3+ate-a'ide  average 
for  the  13-month  p.^riod 
in  Charts  2 and  3. 


weekly  expenditiires  per  case  ana  p.^r  person,  by  months, 
January  1935  - January  1936,  are  presented  graphically 
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AVERAGE  NUMBER  OF  PERSONS  PEif  CASE  AND  AVERAGE  WEEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  CASE  AND  PER  PERSON 


Ave 

. No.  Persons 

per  Case 

Ave.  Wkly.  Expenditures 

per  Case 

Ave.  Wkly.  Expend 

tures  per  Person 

December 

January 

December 

January 

December 

J anuary 

Adams 

5.06 

4.91 

$ 5.83 

$ 6.52 

$ 1.15 

i 1.33 

A 1 1 egheny 

3.30 

3.29 

7.72 

7.58 

2.34 

2.30 

Armstrong 

4.21 

3.92 

5.48 

6,41 

1.30 

1 .54 

Geaver 

3.30 

3.27 

6.48 

6.84 

1 .96 

2.09 

Bedford 

4.35 

4.32 

4.78 

5.52 

1 . 10 

1 .23 

Der  ks 

3.48 

3.61 

7.15 

7.33 

2.05 

2.03 

Clair 

3.68 

3.47 

6.53 

6,34 

1 .77 

1 .83 

Bradford 

3.73 

3.66 

5.21 

6.45 

1 .40 

1 .76 

Bucks 

4.  10 

4.26 

7.32 

8.23 

1 .79 

1.93 

Butler 

4.13 

3.99 

6.45 

6.65 

1 .56 

1 .67 

Cambr i a 

4.16 

3.99 

5.72 

5.82 

1,30 

1 .46 

Cameron 

4.24 

4.23 

5.61 

5.08 

1 .32 

1 .39 

Carbon 

4.17 

4.12 

6.72 

7.29 

1 .61 

1.77 

Centre 

4.30 

4.40 

5.72 

6.15 

1.31 

1 .40 

Chester 

4. 08 

4.07 

6.76 

7.02 

1 .66 

1 .72 

Clarion 

4.40 

4.17 

6.53 

6.22 

1 .50 

1 .40 

C 1 earf i e 1 d 

4.69 

4.65 

5 . 34 

6.40 

1 ,35 

1 .39 

C 1 i nton 

3.02 

3.Ev^ 

G.75 

6.81 

1 .77 

1 .93 

Co  1 umb i a 

5.82 

4.60 

^.65 

6.44 

1.14 

1 .40 

Crawford 

3.90 

3.02 

5. 1 1 

5.25 

1.31 

1 .37 

Cumber  I and 

4.  10 

4.17 

5.05 

6.34 

1 .43 

1 .52 

Dauphin 

4.10 

5.63 

5.21 

6.22 

1 ,27 

1.71 

De 1 aware 

3.80 

3.85 

7.58 

7.00 

1 .95 

2.05 

Elk 

3.99 

4.22 

6.29 

6.54 

1 .50 

1 .55 

Erie 

3.39 

3.44 

5.03 

6.65 

1 .72 

1 .93 

F ayette 

3.55 

3.34 

6.14 

6.30 

1 .73 

1 .91 

Forest 

4.66 

4.30 

7.16 

5.02 

1 .54 

1 .59 

Frank  1 in 

4.07 

3.90 

5.57 

5.00 

1 .37 

1 .49 

Fu  1 ton 

4.42 

3.97 

3.'dl 

4.06 

.06 

1 .02 

Greene 

3.63 

4.:'6 

■'.36 

6.31 

1 .75 

1 .55 

Hunt ingdon 

4.00 

3.P2 

F73o 

6.  10 

1 .32 

1 .GO 

1 nd  i ana 

4.42 

4.00 

6.06 

G.GO 

1 .37 

1 .62 

Jefferson 

4. '07 

3.94 

6.35 

6.70 

1 .56 

1 .70 

Jun  i ata 

4.33 

4.17 

5.95 

6.61 

1 .36 

1 .59 

Lackawanna 

4.03 

3.91 

6.^5 

7.17 

1 .70 

1 .03 

Lancaster 

3.53 

3 Cp 

5.98 

6..  31 

i .59 

T775 

Lawrence 

3.62 

3.51 

6.76 

7.36 

1 .87 

2.  10 

Lebanon 

4.46 

4.24 

4. 63 

6.77 

1 .04 

1 .60 

Leh  i gh 

3.52 

3.59 

7 .38 

7.55 

2.  10 

2.1  1 

Luzerne 

4.24 

4 . 1 C 

7.46 

7.40 

1 .76 

1 ,00 

Lycoming 

3.45 

3.45 

6.47 

6.52 

1 .03 

1 .39 

McKean 

3.06 

3.02 

6.C4 

6.26 

1 .56 

1 .64 

Mercer 

3.55 

3.74 

6.48 

5.96 

1 .70 

1 .06 

M i f f 1 in 

4.50 

4.46 

7.00 

7.72 

1 .55 

1 .73 

Monroe 

3.90 

4.09 

6.05 

6.33 

1 .52 

1 .55 

Montgomery 

4.22 

TTlo 

7.02 

7.46 

1 .66 

rrr^ 

Mon  tour 

5.46 

4.42 

6.03 

6.34 

1 . 10 

1 .43 

Northampton 

3.61 

3.93 

7.33 

7.91 

2.03 

2.01 

Northumber  1 anc. 

4.57 

4.04 

7.32 

7.05 

1 .60 

1 .75 

Perry 

4.52 

4.40 

6.32 

5.75 

1 .40 

1 .31 

Ph i 1 ade 1 ph i a 

2 . 93 

2.09 

7.70 

7.68 

2.53 

2:^? 

P i ke 

4.17 

4.12 

6.  I4 

6.73 

1 .47 

1 .63 

1'' otter 

3.07 

4.01 

4,96 

5.29 

1.20 

1.32 

Schuy 1 kill 

3.30 

3.62 

6. 1 1 

6.37 

1 .6  1 

1 .76 

Sn  yder 

6.40 

4.55 

6.37 

6.67 

1 .00 

1 .47 

Somerset 

4.20 

4.00 

5.50 

5.96 

1 .f’9 

1 .46 

Sul  1 Ivan 

4.63 

4.27 

5.70 

6.25 

1.25 

1 .46 

Susquehanna 

4.25 

4.49 

7.51 

7.39 

1.77 

1 .65 

Tioga 

3.77 

3.  ^'3 

5.49 

5.45 

1 .46 

1 .42 

Un  i on 

5.40 

4.47 

5.44 

6.00 

1 .01 

1 .54 

/enango 

3.00 

3.98 

7.01 

7.24 

1 .01 

1 .02 

1,'arren 

3.60 

3.83 

6.10 

6.56 

1 .66 

1 .71 

'.■ashing  ton 

3.74 

3.46 

5.75 

5.79 

1 .54 

i .67 

■Vayne 

4.61 

4.55 

7.03 

7.48 

1 .71 

1 .64 

'Vestmore  I and 

3.00 

3.70 

5.24 

6.22 

1 .30 

1 .60 

'Wyoming 

4.17 

3.60 

77^ 

7.13 

TT0^4 

1 .90 

York 

3.66 

3.77 

6.15 

6.37 

1 .60 

1 .C9 

TOTALS:  — 

Exc 1 . A 1 1 egh . 

Phi  la. 

3.95* 

3.05 

G.46 

6.70 

1 .64* 

1 .76 

A 1 1 egh,  & Ph i 1 

a . 

3.12 

3.05 

7.71 

7.64 

2.47 

2.50 

Grand  Total 

3.47 

3.30 

7.16 

7.28 

2.06 

2.15 

iia_Le.;  Excludes  expenditures  under  the  Medical  and  Thrift  Garden  Procrams  and  the  value  and  cost  of  trans- 
portation and  distribution  of  Federal  Surplus  Relief  Comiaod i t i e s . 

The  December  averages  are  based  upon  the  4-neek  period  ending  December  20  and  the  January  averages  are  based 
upon  the  4-wcek  period  ending  February  I. 

A large  adjustment  in  the  number  of  persons  receiving  re  I ief  in  January  was  reported  by  Area  Al  (Columbia, 
Montour,  Northumberland,  Snyder,  and  Union  counties);  therefore,  a comparison  should  not  bo  made  between  the  Dec- 
ember and  January  average  numbers  of  persons  per  case  and  the  December  and  January  average  weekly  expenditures 
per  person. 

* Revised  since  report  for  December, 
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CHART  I 


COMPARISON  BETkiEEN  AVERAGE  WEEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  PERSON*  AND  AVERAGE  MUnlBER  OF  PERSONS  PER  CASE 

January,  1936 


Counties  R ,nkec' 

Average  V/eekly 

/iVerage  Number  of 

by  Average  Weekly 

Expenditure  per  Person* 

Persons  per  Case 

Expenditure  $0, 

00  v0.50  Cl. 00  $1.50  $2.00  $2.50  C 

12  3 4 

per  Person 

1 1 1 1 1 'III 

1 Fu 1 ton 

2 Bedford 

3 Perry 

4 Potter 

6 Crawford 

7 C 1 earf  i e 1 d 

8 Cameron 

9 Centre 

10  Columbia 

II  Tioga 

12  Montour 

13  Somerset 

|4  Cambr i a 

15  Sullivan 

16  Snyder 

17  Clarion 

18  Franklin 

19  Cumber  1 and 

20  Un i on 

21  Monroe 

22  Elk 

23  Greene 

24  J un  i at  a 

25  Forest 

26  Huntingdon 

27  Lebanon 

28  Indiana 

29  Pike 

30  Armstrong 

31  McKean 

32  Wayne 

:'3  Susquehanna 

o4  Washington 

35  But  1 er 

36  Westmoreland 

37  York 

o8  Jefferson 

39  Warren 

40  Dauphin 

41  Chaster 

42  Mifflin 

43  Northumberland 

+4  Lancaster 

^5  Bradf  ord 

46  Schuylkill 

47  Carbon 

L8  Montgomery 

49  Luzerne 

30  Venango 

■■I  Blair 

32  Lackawanna 

"3  Mercer 

4 Lycoming 

. 5 Fayette 

35  Bucks 

''7  CM  n ton 

-'3  Erie 

^9  Wyoming 

j3  Northampton 

^1  Berks 

c2  Oe 1 aware 

t 3 Beaver 

u4  Lawrence 

'5  Lehigh 

66  All egheny 

67  Philadelphia 

* Excludes  expenditure 

s under  Medical  and  Thrift  Garden  Programs  and  th 

e value  and  cost  of  transportation  and 

distribution  of  Federal 

Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 
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TABLE  2 


AVERAGE  'iHEEKLV 

EXPENDITURES  PER  CASE 

FOR  CASH 

AND  SINGLE  GR^NT 

ITEMS* 

December, 

1935 

Average  Weekly 

Expend i tures 

Per  Case 

- 4 ‘Weeks  Ending 

December 

23 

All  Single 

Pub  1 i c 

County 

Grant  Items 

Food 

Milk 

Fuel 

C 1 oth i n g 

Rent 

Uti 

1 1 t i es 

Adams 

$ 5.83 

$ 4.05 

$ .46 

$ .42 

-o> 

o 

CO 

.07 

.03 

A 1 1 egheny 

7.72 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Armstrong 

5.48 

3.95 

.31 

.24 

.91 

.02 

.05 

Beaver 

6.48 

4.30 

.43 

.66 

.76 

.21 

.12 

Badf ord 

4.78 

3.41 

.22 

. 10 

1 .03 

• Ul 

.01 

Berks 

7.15 

4.46 

.45 

.81 

• 65 

.45 

.13 

Blair 

6.53 

4.38 

.43 

.40 

.90 

.39 

.03 

Bradford 

5.21 

3.25 

.54 

.51 

.74 

. 17 

— 

Bucks 

7.32 

4.56 

.64 

1.17 

.81 

.14 

— 

Butt  er 

6.45 

4.49 

.41 

.36 

.84 

.28 

.07 

Cambr i a 

5.72 

4.  17 

.26 

.26 

.76 

.27 

— 

Cameron 

5.61 

4.17 

.39 

.14 

.90 

— 

.01 

Carbon 

6.72 

4.46 

.67 

.79 

.64 

.16 

— 

Centre 

5.72 

4.11 

.47 

.27 

.67 

. 18 

.02 

Chester 

6.76 

4.66 

.50 

.71 

.79 

• o7 

.03 

Clarion 

6.58 

4.72 

.54 

.32 

.02 

.17 

.01 

C 1 earf i e 1 d 

6.34 

4.48 

.45 

.42 

.59 

.36 

.04 

C 1 i nton 

6.75 

4.46 

.45 

.72 

.89 

.18 

.05 

Columbia 

6.65 

4.48 

.49 

.52 

.91 

. 1 2 

. 13 

Crawford 

5.  1 1 

3.57 

.20 

.37 

.81 

.08 



Cumber  1 and 

5.85 

4.06 

.36 

.59 

.73 

.09 

.02 

Dauph  i n 

5.21 

3.37 

.26 

.63 

.46 

.42 

.07 

Do  1 aware 

7.58 

4.61 

.57 

1 . 17 

.73 

.40 

.10 

Elk 

6.29 

4.65 

.45 

. 13 

1.02 

.04 



Erie 

5.83 

3.51 

• J9 

.95 

.60 

.38 

Fayette 

6.14 

4.52 

.36 

.39 

.77 

.09 

.01 

Forest 

7.16 

4.71 

.67 

.29 

1 .42 

.06 

.01 

Frank  1 i n 

5.57 

3.67 

.46 

.51 

.82 

.09 

.02 

Fu 1 ton 

3.61 

2.8G 

.03 

.02 

.86 

.02 

Greene 

6.36 

4.58 

.45 

.25 

.99 

.00 

.01 

Hunt i ngdon 

5.30 

3.09 

.30 

.18 

.83 

.08 

.02 

Indiana 

6. 06 

4.55 

.29 

.37 

.92 

.08 

.05 

Jefferson 

5.35 

4.44 

.33 

.42 

.99 

.10 

.07 

Jun i ata 

5.95 

4.37 

.20 

.23 

1 .06 

.04 

Lackawann  a 

6.35 

4.65 

.41 

.41 

.94 

.44 

Lancaster 

5.90 

3.72 

.35 

.85 

.74 

.32 

Lawrence 

6.76 

4.51 

.27 

.67 

.82 

.36 

.13 

Lebanon 

4.63 

2.74 

.37 

.05 

.41 

.22 

.04 

Lehigh 

7. 33 

4.26 

.47 

1.27 

.78 

.50 

„ _ 

Luzerne 

7.46 

4.95 

.57 

.56 

1 . 1 1 

.23 

.04 

Lycom ing 

6.47 

3.93 

.38 

1.02 

.69 

.42 

.03 

McKean 

6.04 

4.69 

.32 

.21 

.75 

.07 

Mercer 

6.43 

4.31 

.37 

.64 

.77 

.30 

.09 

M i f f 1 in 

7.08 

4.57 

.63 

.90 

.85 

.09 

.04 

Monroe 

6.05 

4.64 

.36 

.53 

.39 

.08 

Montgomery 

7.02 

4.39 

.66 

1.03 

.75 

.18 

.01 

Montour 

6.03 

3.87 

.45 

.01 

.71 

.05 

.14 

Northampton 

7.33 

4.12 

.60 

1.35 

.69 

.57 

_ _ 

Northumber 1 and 

7.32 

4.87 

.55 

.41 

1.13 

.17 

.19 

Perry 

6.32 

4.41 

.45 

.46 

.88 

. 1 i 

.01 

Phil ade 1 ph i a 

7.70 

— 



_ ^ 

Pike 

6.14 

4.66 

.44 

.24 

.73 

.07 

r otter 

4.96 

3.84 

.33 

.05 

.74 

_ __ 

Schuy 1 k i 1 1 

6. 1 1 

4.06 

.53 

. 19 

.56 

.67 

. 10 

Snyder 

6.37 

4.19 

.40 

.61 

1.12 

.02 

.03 

Somerset 

5.50 

4.02 

.27 

.30 

.04 

.07 

_ _ 

Sn 1 1 i van 

5.78 

3.67 

.43 

.24 

1 .42 

.02 



Susquehanna 

7.51 

4.79 

.43 

.00 

1.13 

.36 

_ _ 

M oga 

5.49 

4.19 

.27 

. 16 

.01 

. 06 

__  __ 

Un  i on 

5.44 

3.57 

.41 

.69 

.69 

.06 

.02 

' ;nango 

7.01 

.62 

.52 

.90 

.30 

. 1 1 

><arren 

6.10 

4.53 

.29 

.38 

.78 

.08 

.04 

Vash i ngton 

5.75 

4.17 

.34 

.26 

.81 

.15 

.02 

'Payne 

7.88 

5.  1 i 

.58 

.72 

1.26 

.21 

A'estmore  1 and 

5.24 

3.47 

.32 

.36 

“70 

• 1 o 

.28 

.03 

'^lyom  ing 

7.66 

4.70 

.42 

1.15 

1 . 10 

.29 



York 

6.15 

4. 1 1 

.20 

.74 

.09 

.13 

— 

TOTALS:.. 

Excluding  Al legheny 

and  Phil ade 1 ph i a 

6.46 

4.30 

.42 

.59 

.02 

.29 

.04 

A I I egheny  and 

Philadelphia  7.71 


Grand  Tota I 7.16 


♦Excludes  expenditures  under  Medical  and  Thrift  Garden  Prograns  and  the  value  and  cost  of  transportation 
and  distribution  of  Federal  Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 
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average  '.VEEKLY  expenditures  per  case  for  cash  and  single  UR'.NT  item?* 

January,  1936 


Average  Weekly  Expenditures  Per  Case  - 4 Weeks  Ending  February  I 


Al  1 

County  Gra 

Single 
nt  Items 

Food 

1.1  i 1 k 

Fuel 

Clothing 

F^on  t 

Public 
U t i 1 i t i e 3 

Adams  $ 

6.52 

$ 4.28 

$ .57 

$ .70 

$ .88 

$ .08 

$ .01 

A 1 1 egheny 

7.58 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Armstron  g 

e.4i 

4.60 

.39 

.28 

1 .03 

.06 

.0^ 

Beaver 

6.84 

4.3i 

.50 

.75 

.76 

.40 

. 12 

Dedf or d 

5.52 

4.03 

.23 

.20 

1 .02 

.03 

.01 

Berks 

7.33 

4.59 

.52 

.91 

.83 

.29 

. 14 

Blair 

6.34 

4.29 

.43 

.43 

.79 

.37 

.03 

Bradford 

6.45 

4.52 

. 60 

.62 

.51 

— 

Bucks 

3.23 

5.05 

.86 

1.22 

.99 

. 10 

.01 

Bu  1 1 er 

6. 65 

4.47 

.46 

.41 

.84 

.38 

.09 

Cambr  i a 

5.82 

4.08 

.40  . 

.26 

.68 

.39 

.01 

Cameron 

5.38 

4.40 

.49 

.04 

.86 

— 

.01 

Carbon 

7.29 

4.50 

.74 

1.07 

.72 

.26 

— 

Centre 

6.  15 

4.41 

.58 

.38 

.63 

. 1 2 

.03 

Chester 

7.02 

4.64 

.57 

.94 

.70 

. Ou 

.03 

Clarion 

6.22 

4.50 

.45 

.29 

.76 

.20 

.02 

Clearfield 

6.40 

4.48 

.46 

.56 

.55 

.39 

.04 

Clin  ton 

6.31 

4.34 

.51 

.77 

.92 

.21 

.06 

Co  1 umb  i a 

6.44 

4.31 

.52 

.73 

.57 

. 18 

.00 

Crawford 

5.25 

3.64 

.25 

.42 

.88 

.06 

— 

Cumber  1 and 

6.34 

4.15 

.47 

.09 

.73 

.08 

.02 

Dauphin 

0.22 

4.21 

.47 

.81 

.58 

. 10 

.05 

Delaware 

7.88 

4.83 

.62 

1 .39 

.54 

.40 

.10 

Elk 

6.54 

4 . 6.3 

.60 

.25 

.95 

.05 

.01 

Er  i e 

6.05 

3.93 

.44 

1 .03 

.76 

. 44 

— 

Fayette 

6.33 

4.37 

.52 

.50 

.84 

.14 

.01 

Forest 

6.02 

4.47 

.61 

.42 

1.26 

.05 

,01 

Frank  1 i n 

5.30 

3.01 

.4':^ 

.53 

.06 

.09 

.03 

Fu 1 ton 

4.06 

2.99 

.07 

.02 

.94 

.04 

— 

Greene 

6.3! 

4.61 

.43 

.27 

.95 

.04 

.01 

Hun  t i n gdon 

6.10 

4.03 

.39 

.31 

1.23 

. 1 2 

.02 

Indiana 

6.60 

4.65 

.29 

.45 

1.00 

. 14 

.07 

Jefferson 

6.70 

4.68 

.41 

.43 

1 .04 

. j7 

.07 

Jun i ata 

■'.61 

4.63 

.22 

. 35 

1 .31 

.03 

.02 

Lackawanna 

7.  17 

4.57 

.41 

.43 

.92 

.79 

-- 

Lancaster 

G.3I 

3.93 

.39 

.91 

.73 

.35 



Lawrence 

7.36 

4 .46 

.39 

.70 

.70 

.90 

.13 

Lebanon 

6.77 

4.03 

.50 

1 .22 

.70 

.26 

. 06 

Lehigh 

7.56 

4.29 

.50 

1 .53 

.78 

.46 

Luzerne 

7.48 

4.35 

.47 

.68 

1 .04 

.39 

.05 

Lycoffl i ng 

6.52 

3.91 

.49 

1 .01 

.70 

.37 

.04 

McKean 

6.26 

4. 60 

.44 

.31 

.70 

. 1 3 

Mercer 

6.96 

4.43 

.30 

.58 

.31 

.64 

. 10 

M i f f 1 in 

7.72 

4.7' 

.56 

1 .02 

1.27 

.09 

.02 

Monroe 

6.53 

4.74 

.45 

.63 

.39 

. 1 2 

— 

Montgomery 

7.46 

4.61 

7Tb 

1 . 10 

.03 

rn^ — 

.01 

Montour 

6.34 

3.97 

.50 

1.03 

.48 

. 10 

. 18 

Northampton 

7.91 

4 . 3o 

.66 

1 .53 

.76 

.58 

Northumber 1 and 

7.05 

4.79 

.54 

.61 

.72 

.23 

. 16 

Perry 

5.75 

3.96 

.42 

.47 

.04 

.05 

.01 

Ph  i 1 ade  1 ph  i a 

7.68 

— 

— 

-- 

— 



P i ke 

6.73 

4.70 

.62 

.56 

,81 

. )4 



Potter 

5.29 

3.94 

.43 

. 1 1 

.81 





Schuy 1 k i 1 1 

6.37 

4.39 

.57 

.24 

.63 

.43 

. 1 1 

Snyder 

6.67 

4.19 

.58 

.99 

.79 

.07 

.05 

Somerset 

5.96 

Ot 

.30 

.23 

.89 

. 14 



Sul  1 i van 

6.25 

4.46 

.65 

.20 

.92 

.02 



Susquehanna 

7.39 

4.97 

.47 

.79 

.76 

.40 

— — 

Tioga 

5.45 

4.12 

.25 

.21 

.04 

.03 



Un  i on 

O.03 

4.16 

.65 

1 .30 

.52 

.22 

.03 

Venango 

7.24 

4.54 

.58 

.62 

.90 

.46 

rm 

Warren 

6.56 

4.54 

.53 

.58 

.77 

. 00 

.06 

Wash i n gton 

5.79 

4.15 

.41 

.30 

.77 

.,.13 

.03 

Wayne 

7.48 

4.93 

.50 

.64 

1,13 

. 18 

— — 

West mo re  1 and 

'?.22 

4.37 

.40 

.36 

,77 

.29 

.03 

Wyom  i n g 

7.  13 

4.54 

.46 

1.13 

.60 

.27 



York 

6.37 

4.10 

.44 

.75 

.92 

. 16 

— 

TOTALS;-- 

Excluding  Allegheny 

and  Phil  ade 1 ph i a 

6.78 

4.42 

,47 

.70 

.01 

.35 

.03 

A I I egheny  and 

PFii  I ade  1 phi  a 7.64 

Grand  Total  7.28 


*Excludes  expenditures  under  Medical  and  Thrift  Garden  Programs  and  the  value  and  cost  of  transportation 
and  distribution  of  Federal  Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 
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PEICJSYLVANIA  RELIEF  ADIIIinSTRATIC:: 

DIVISION  OF  RESE.IRCH  ;iID  3T.--TIoTIC3 
H.\RRI3BURG 

February  10 , 1936 


I 

CORRECTION  ISl',:ORAI©UNi 


ll<i  RE : February  1 Report  On  Average  V/eekly  Expenditures  Per  Case  For  Cash  and 
Single  Grant  Items. 


1.  The  figures  in  the  last  two  columns  of  Table  3 are  not  strictly 
comparable  to  those  in  the  first  three  columns.  The  average  weekly  expenditures 
in  the  last  two  columns  could  be  calculated  only  on  the  basis  of  adjusted  fiscal 
month  expenditures.  Furthermore,  the  lack  of  inf '^rmaticn  in  regard  to  separation 
of  expenditures  f^r  emergency  orders  between  family  and  non-family  cases  necessi- 
tated the  deducting  of  total  expenditures  f'^r  emergency  orders  from  family  case 
expenditures.  All  of  the  other  figures  in  the  report  are  averages  for  fi^ur 
weeks . 


2.  Due  to  a typographical  error,  dollar  marks  were  inserted  before  the 
figures  appearing  in  lines  2 and  3 of  paragraph  1 on  page  2. 


case,  the  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  ana  per  person,  anu  unt;  u.vux'u.eic 
expenditures  per  non-family  person  and  per  family  person,  by  counties. 


^TATE  uiLEuEV  3F 
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PSNNSYLVA^IIA  AIvZBCrSIiCY  RELIEF  ADH[in:LTRi.xICN 
DIYISIOL  OF  RESLLIRCH  .JD  oT.xTISTICS 
HxlRRIoBURG 

February  1 , 1936 


, AYERAGE 


F-SEiaY  EXPSl'IDITCREG  PER  CASE 


FOR  CASH  xUlD  -SINGLE  GR.E'T  ITELS. 


Tables  1 and  2 shov;  the  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  for  cash  and 
single  grant  items  for  the  four-week  period  ending  November  30  and  fcr  the  four- 
week  period  ending  December  28,  by  counties.  State-v/ide  average  weekly  expendi- 
tures per  case,  by  months,  for  the  year  1935  are  presented  graphically  in  Charts 
1 and  2. 

x-.verage  weeKly  expenditures  per  case  fcr  cash  relief  in  lELlegheny  and  Phila- 
delphia Counties  and  average  v/eekly  expenditures  per  case  for  single  grant  items 
in  the  remaining  65  counties  of  the  State  neve  appreciably  lower  in  December.  The 
fact  that  the  December  reduction  in  case  load  in  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia  Counties 
vvas  less  than  the  reduction  in  the  remaining  counties  of  the  State  resulted  in 
slightly  increased  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  for  the  State  as  a whole. 

Seasonal  needs  for  fuel  necessitated  the  granting  of  substantially  larger 
allowances  for  this  item  of  relief  in  December.  Fuel  was  the  only  form  of  relief 
in  which  the  average  v/eekly  expenditures  per  case  increased  in  December. 

During  December  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  remained  unchanged  in 
three  ccunties,  increased  in  thirty,  and  decreased  in  thirty-four.  In  Bedf'vrd 
and  'Westmoreland  Ccunties  average  expenditures  decreased  by  more  than  $1.00.  In- 
creases of  more  than  $1.00  occurred  in  Aayne  and  TJyoming  Counties. 

xxvorage  weekly  expenditures  per  case  shov;ed  marked  variaticns  .among  the  in- 
dividual counties.  In  November  the  averages  ranged  froia  ^4,08  per  case  in  Fulton 
County  to  $8,07  per  case  in  Bucks  County.  In  December  the  range  was  from  $3.61 
in  Fulton  County  to  $7.86  in  '//ayne  Counxy.  These  wide  variations  among  the  in- 
dividual counties  may  be  attributed  largely  to  a lack  of  uniformity  in  determining 
the  budgetary  deficiencies  of  relief  cases,  and  to  the  smallness  of  grants  fcr 
certain  items  such  as  shelter,  which  are  allowed  by  certain  ccunties. 

The . following  tabulation  shows  the  ranges  of  average  v/eekly  expenditures  per 
case  within  which  the  middle  thirty-three  counties  fall,  together  xvith  the  ranges 
within  which  the  seventeen  ccunties  on  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 


average  V/cekly  Expenditures  p.^r  Case 


Number  of  Ccunties 


November 


December 


17 

33 

17 


$4.08  — $5.72 
$5.77  - $6.71 
$6.73  - $8.07 


$3.81  - $5.72 
$5,75  - $6.76 
$6.85  - $7.88 


There  was  a fairly  high  degree  of  similarity  in  the  county  ranking  between  the 
two  periods  under  consideration. 


On  the  v/hole , average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  for  all  individual  items  of 
relief  were  small  in  counties  in  which  five  average  v/eekly  single  grants  per  case 
were  small,  v/hereas  average  v/eekly  expenditures  per  case  for  all  individual  items 
of  relief  were  larger  in  counties  in  which  the  average  weekly  single  grants  per  case 
were  larger. 

Table  3 shows,  for  the  month  of  December,  the  avera,ge  nuraber  of  persons  per 
case,  the  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  and  per  person,  and  the  average  weekly 
expenditures  per  non-family  person  and  per  family  person,  by  counties. 


BTATE  dIBAaPi  of  iYuO-cLvANIA 
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Average  number  of  persons  per  case  varied  widely  among  the  individual 
counties.  The  range  in  average  number  of  persons  per  case  was  from  $S.33  in 
Philadelphia  County  to  $6,4C  in  Snyder  County,  In  general,  the  manufacturing 
and  mining  counties  had  fewer  persons  per  case  than  the  agricultural  cour.ties. 

On  the  whole,  those  counties  which  had  a small  number  of  persons  per 
case  had  large  average  expenditures  per  person,  whereas  those  counties  which 
had  a large  number  of  persons  per  case  had  small  average  expenditures  per  person. 

Average  weekly  expenditures  per  person  shov/ed  pronounced  variations  among 
the  individual  counties.  The  averages  ranged  from  $.86  in  Fulton  County  to 
^2,63  in  Philadelphia  County,  Average  vreekly  expenditures  per  family  perscn 
also  showed  marked  variations.  The  range  was  from  |,85  in  Fulton  County 
^2,41  in  Philadelphia  County, 

Average  v;eekly  expenditures  per  non-family  person  wore  much  larger  than 
average  weekly  expenditures  per  family  person.  The  differences  between  average 
expenditures  per  non-family  person  and  average  expenditures  per  family  person 
ranp’od  from  $,11  in  Perry  County  to  $4,69  in  Snyder  County, 


c 


c 
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TABLE  I 


AVERAGE  WEEKLY  EXr'El«iD  I TURES  PER  CASE  FOts  CASH  AIJO  RINRLE  GP-'IT  I TE  .’.o* 

Movember,  l'J35 


Average  Vlcokly  Expend 

i tures  - 4 ’/c 

f • k a Ending 

Novemb._r  SO 

All  Single 

Per  Case 

P u b 1 i c 

County 

Grant  1 terns 

food  Milk 

Fuel  C 

loti  i ng 

F{ . . n t 

U t i 1 i t 1 -•  e 

Adams 

5.4b 

$ 3.94  $ .46 

$ .22 

1 .79 

$ 

.0.: 

.02 

A 1 1 L-qbeny 

7.8,. 

— 

-- 

— 

-- 

— 

i,r:Tis  tron  g 

5.40 

4.15  .33 

.21 

.70 

,06 

.04 

3c  u vor 

6.4;. 

4.05  .41 

.57 

.75 

.5'- 

.09 

Bedf ora 

5.91 

4.23  .24 

.08 

1 . 32 

.Oa. 

.01 

Serbs 

7.15 

>r746  .47 

.70 

.90 

.50 

. 1 

Blair 

6.71 

4.47  .47 

.30 

.96 

.48 

.03 

Bradford 

5.33 

3.65  .61 

.36 

.52 

. 19 

— 

Sucks 

3.07 

5.17  .70 

1 ,23 

. 1 

.01 

Butler 

6.01 

4.22  .38 

.29 

.58 

.47 

.07 

Cl mbr  i a 

6.01 

4.50  .35. 

.12 

.53 

.46 

— 

Cameron 

4.87 

3.60  .24 

.Ou 

.96 

— 

,01 

Carbon 

/ • 0 I-V 

4 . 58  . 59 

.76 

.70 

. 37 

— 

Cen  tre 

G.04 

4.31  .63 

.23 

. 6A 

. 19 

.02 

Chester 

6.73 

4. 76  .52 

.49 

.87 

.06 

,03 

Clarion 

:.  28 

4.71  .52 

. 23 

.60 

.20 

.52 

C 1 e : . r f 1 c 1 d 

6.24 

4.35  .51 

.,30 

.66 

.38 

.04 

Cl  i n ton 

6 . 57 

4.40  .4) 

. 47 

.91 

.25 

.05 

Co  1 umb  i a 

C . 57 

4.52  ..52 

.34 

.91 

.17 

. 1 1 

Crawf ord 

4.87 

3.53  .33 

.22 

.72 

.07 

— 

Cumber  1 and 

5.85 

4.02  .28 

.62 

.85 

,06 

.02 

Dauphin 

5.59 

3.96  .39 

.34 

.46 

.40 

.04 

De 1 aware 

7.50 

4.60  .62 

.84 

.82 

.55 

.07 

Elk 

G.OI 

4.29  .53 

.15 

,01 

Er  i e 

5.89 

3.71  .46 

.68 

.51 

.53 

— 

F ayette 

C.42 

<4770  .44 

.25 

.82 

.20 

.01 

Forest 

C,40 

>1.42  .57 

.09 

1.31 

.01 

— 

Frank! in 

5.72 

,3.79  .59 

.4,; 

.86 

.05 

.01 

Fu 1 ton 

4.08 

3.09  .02 

.01 

.92 

,04 

— 

Greene 

6.08 

4.73  .41 

. 18 

.65 

.10 

. ; 1 

HLin  t i n gdon 

5.61 

Tq  . 1 1 .31 

.14 

,90 

.06 

.01 

Indiana 

5.C3 

4.33  .27 

.22 

.64 

.13 

.04 

Jefferson 

5.77 

4.25  .35 

.31 

.r-9 

. 1 1 

. 06 

Juniata 

6.24 

4.40  .31 

.26 

1.19 

,05 

,03 

Lackawanna 

b,59 

4 , 3 .a  .43 

. 28 

.92 

.73 

— 

Lancaster 

5. >13 

3.33  .31 

.60 

.74 

. *-l2 

— 

Lawrence 

7.  1^ 

4.55  . 35 

.58 

.57 

.96 

. 15 

Lebanon 

5 . 1 6 

3.63  .31 

.54 

.42 

.22 

.04 

L c h i g ri 

7.  19 

4.27  .45 

1.05 

.81 

.Gl 

-- 

Luzerne 

7.65 

4.84  .63 

.40 

1.19 

.55 

.04 

L c 0 m i n g 

" . 39 

4.05  .53 

.70 

.73 

. 35 

Mf.Ke  an 

5.22 

4.05  .25 

.la 

.72 

. ;8 

— 

Mo Peer 

6.27 

4.17  . '4 

.51 

.59 

.09 

M i f f 1 in 

7.C8 

5.23  .:,o 

.63 

1 .03 

, 15 

.04 

Monroe 

b.32 

4.75  .44 

.39 

.41 

.33 

— 

Montgomery 

7.54 

4.83  .82 

.57 

1.14 

.17 

.01 

Montour 

6.03 

3.9d  .51 

.46 

.82 

, 1 2 

. 14 

Northampton 

6.79 

3.99  .49 

.9^5 

.67 

.65 

— 

Northumber  1 and 

7.52 

4.87  .63 

. 36 

1 . 1 1 

.36 

, 19 

5.  o3 

4.03  .38 

.29 

.7 

.01 

Ph i 1 ade 1 ph i a 

7.85 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Pike 

■'  .44 

4.72  .44 

.39 

.60 

..,'1 

— 

Pot  cer 

4.91 

3.78  .39 

.04 

. 70 

— 

— 

Sc  huy 1 k i 1 1 

6.;  7 

4.G2  .56 

,14 

.60 

.57 

, 10 

Snyder 

7.  J6 

4.56  . 63 

.46 

1 . 22 

, 1C 

.03 

Somerset 

5.97 

4.56  .40 

.23 

.62 

, L' 

— 

Sullivan 

5.1’! 

3.35  .47 

.13 

.32 

.^4 

— 

Susquehanna 

6.94 

4.7J  .40 

.63 

.75 

— 

Tioga 

5.84 

4.29  .53 

.00 

.09 

,05 

— 

Un  i on 

5.99 

4.03  .50 

.41 

.93 

,10 

.02 

Venango 

^.42 

4.96  .66 

.41 

.36 

.43 

, 10 

V/irren 

5.  a 5 

3.78  .20 

.27 

.74 

.24 

. ^2 

W a s h i n g t on 

5.63 

4.36  .42 

.10 

.60 

• C.5 

.02 

Wayne 

• (j8 

4.52  .54 

.40 

1 .03 

.14 

— 

Westmore 1 and 

6.59 

4.59  .49 

.29 

.39 

.30 

.03 

W y 0 m i n g 

C.57 

4.27  .43 

.91 

.65 

,A| 

— 

York 

b.28 

4.23  .47 

.50 

. 8 ;i 

. 2.3 

“ 

TOTALS:  — 

Excluding  Allooheny 

and  Ph i 1 ade 1 ph i a 

".54 

4.39  .48 

.41 

.32 

.40 

."4 

A 1 1 eglieny  and 
Ph  i 1 ade 1 ph i a 

7.. ,4 

Grand  Total 

7.15 

*Exc 1 udes  expend 

i turns  under  Mec 

lical  and  Thr  ift  Garden 

Programs  and 

the  value 

r.od 

cost  of 

transportat i on 

and  d i s tr i but i on 

of  Federal  SurpI 

us  Relief  Commodities. 
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AVfRAGE  V.’EEKLY  EXPrRJD  I TUBES  PER  CAUL  FOR  CA3u  ;.NU  lllCLt.  GR„.n  irr'i:.* 

DecomCer,  1935 


verage  T 

■'eekly  Exp 

end  i tures  - ' 

t Weeks  Ending 

De cemb  , r 23 

Per  Case 

/.II  Single 

Put  1 i < 

Coun  ty 

Grant  1 terns 

Food 

Milk 

Fuel 

Clothing 

Rent 

Utilities 

Adams 

$ 5.83  $ 

4.05 

$ . 46 

$ .42 

^ .80 

$ .07 

‘ .o: 

. 1 1 egheny 

7.72 

-- 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Armstrong 

5.48 

3. '^5 

.31 

,24 

.91 

.02 

.0^ 

Beaver 

6.48 

4 . 30 

.43 

• u6 

.76 

.21 

. 1 2 

Bedf  or  (I 

4.78 

3.41 

.22 

.10 

1 .03 

.01 

.01 

Berks 

7.15 

4.46 

.45 

.8  1 

.35 

.45 

, 1 ’ 

Blair 

6.53 

4.38 

.43 

.^0 

.'I’d 

.39 

.0' 

Bradford 

5.21 

3.25 

.54 

.51 

.74 

. 1 7 

— 

Bucks 

7.32 

4.56 

.64 

1.17 

.81 

.IT 

— 

Butler 

0.45 

4.99 

.41 

.36 

.84 

. 26 

.07 

Cambr  i a 

5.72 

4.17 

,26  ■ 

,26 

.76 

.27 

— 

Cameron 

5.61 

4.17 

.39 

.14 

.90 

— 

.01 

Carbon 

6.72 

9.46 

.67 

.79 

.64 

.1'’ 

— 

Ceri  tr  e 

5.72 

4.11 

.47 

.27 

.o7 

. 18 

.02 

Chester 

6.76 

4 . 66 

,50 

. Al 

.79 

.07 

.Oo> 

C 1 . r i on 

6.58 

4 , 72 

.54 

.32 

.82 

. 17 

.01 

L 1 c a r f i e 1 d 

6.34 

4.48 

.45 

.42 

.^9 

. 36 

.0'-' 

Cl  i n ton 

l.75 

i:.46 

.45 

.72 

.89 

. 18 

.05 

Co  1 urnb  i a 

6.65 

4.48 

.49 

. “^2 

,91 

. 1 2 

.13 

Crawford 

5.  1 1 

3.57 

.28 

.37 

.81 

.08 

— 

('umber  1 and 

5.85 

4.06 

-r 

.59 

.73 

.09 

.02 

Dauph i n 

5.21 

3.37 

.26 

.63 

.46 

.47 

.07 

Dc 1 aware 

7.58 

>!.6I 

.57 

1.17 

.73 

.40 

.10 

EK. 

6.29 

4.65 

.45 

.13 

1 .02 

.04 

— 

Eric 

5.83 

3.51 

.39 

.95 

.60 

.38 

— 

Fayette 

6.14 

4.52 

.36 

.39 

.77 

.09 

.01 

Forest 

7.16 

h . 7 1 

.67 

.29 

1 .42 

.06 

.01 

Frank  1 in 

5.57 

3.67 

,4o 

.51 

.82 

.09 

.02 

1 u 1 ton 

3.81 

2.83 

.03 

.02 

.86 

.02 

— 

Greene 

6,36 

4.53 

.45 

.25 

.99 

.08 

.01 

tiun  t i n gdon 

5.30 

3.89 

.30 

.18 

.33 

,08 

.02 

1 nd  i '.na 

6.06 

4.35 

.2"' 

. 37 

.92 

.08 

.05 

Jefferson 

G.35 

4.44 

.42 

.99 

.10 

,07 

Juniata 

5.95 

4.37 

.20 

.28 

1 .06 

— 

.04 

Lackav/anna 

6,85 

4.65 

.41 

.91 

.94 

.94 

— 

Lancaster 

5.98 

^.72 

.35 

.85 

.74 

.32 

— 

Lawrence 

6.76 

4,51 

.27 

.67 

.32 

.36 

. 1 3 

Lebanon 

4 . 63 

2.74 

.37 

.85 

.41 

.22 

.0'* 

Leh i uh 

7.38 

h • 2d 

.47 

1 ,27 

.78 

.6,0 

— 

Luzerne 

7.46 

4.95 

.57 

.56 

1 . 1 1 

O 3) 

.04 

Lycor,  ing 

6.47 

3.93 

.38 

1 .02 

.69 

.42 

.0’ 

McKe  in 

6.04 

4.69 

. 52 

.21 

.75 

.07 

— 

Mercer 

6,48 

4. ' 1 

T[-7 

• / 

.o4 

.77 

.30 

.09 

!!  i f f 1 in 

7.08 

4.57 

, • -) 

• ’ - 

.90 

.85 

.09 

.04 

Monroe 

6.05 

4.64 

.36 

,58 

.39 

.08 

-- 

Montgomery 

7.02 

4.39 

.66 

1 .03 

.75 

.18 

.01 

Montour 

6 . 03 

3.87 

.45 

.FI 

.71 

.05 

, IT 

Northampton 

7.35 

4.  12 

.60 

1 . 35 

.69 

. 57 

-- 

N or  ti  lUmber  1 and 

7.  32 

4.87 

• 5b 

.41 

1.13 

. 1 7 

. |0 

P .2  r-  r / 

o* 

4.41 

.45 

.46 

. 8b 

. 1 1 

.01 

Phi  1 ado  1 ph i a 

7.70 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Pike 

5.  14 

4 , 'j6 

.44 

.24 

.73 

.07 

— 

Pot  tor 

4.96 

3.84 

.33 

.05 

.74 

— 

— 

S c i 1 u V 1 k i 1 1 

6.  1 1 

4,06 

.53 

.19 

.56 

.07 

. 1 0 

Sn  yder 

6. 37 

4.  19 

.40 

.61 

1.12 

.0? 

.03 

Somers  2 1 

5.50 

4.02 

.27 

.30 

.34 

.07 

— 

Sul  1 i V an 

5.78 

’.67 

.43 

.24 

1 .42 

.02 

— 

Susquehanna 

7.  SI 

4 . 79 

.43 

.80 

1.13. 

— 

Tioga 

5.49 

4.19 

.27 

.16 

,8  I 

.06 

— 

Un  i on 

5.44 

3.57 

.41 

.69 

.69 

.Oe 

,02 

Venango 

7.0  1 

4.43 

.62 

.52 

.90 

.38 

. 1 1 

V.'  a r r - n 

6.  10 

4.53 

.29 

.38 

,78 

.08 

.04 

W a s h i n g t on 

5.75 

4.17 

.34 

. 26 

. 6 1 

.15 

.72 

Wayne 

7.88 

5.1  1 

.58 

./2 

1 .26 

.21 

— 

Westmore 1 and 

5.24 

3.47 

0 ■'Y 
• it 

.JO 

.78 

.28 

.03 

W y n m i n c 

7.66 

4.70 

.42 

1.15 

1.10 

.29 

— 

York 

0.15 

4.11 

.28 

.'.'4 

.59 

.13 

— 

TOTALS:-- 

Excluding  All egh' 

-ny 

and  Philadelphia 

6.46 

4.30 

.42 

.59 

.32 

.29 

.04 

' I I egheny  and 

ph  i 1 ':do  I ph  i a 7,7  I 

Grand  Total  7.16 


^Excludes  expand  i tunes  under  Medical  and  Thrift  Gardi;n  Programs  anal  the  value  and  cost  of  transportation 
and  distribution  of  Federal  Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 
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table  3 


AVERAGE  NUMBER  OF  PERSONS  PER  CASE,  AVERAGE  V.'EEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  CnSE  AND 
PER  PERSON,  AND  AVERAGE  ‘.EEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  NON.rAt.llLY  PERSON  ..ND  PER  FAMILY  PERSON* 


December , 

1 935 

Average  '.Vee''ly 

Average  Number 

Average  Weekly 

/iverag 

a V.'oek  1 y 

A V., rage  V/ni.-kly 

Expen  d i turns 

of  Persons 

Expend i tures 

Expenditures  Per 

Expen  J i 

tures  'h-r 

■County 

Per 

Case 

Per  Case 

Per  Person 

Hon  -F m i 

ly  Perron 

F a n i 1 y 

Per  : on 

Adai.iu 

$ 

5.83 

5,06 

S 1 . IS 

V 

1 , 95 

A 

1.14 

/ 1 1 03h.;ny 

7.72 

3.30 

2.34 

3.76 

2.2_ 

Armstrong 

5.48 

4.21 

1.30 

2.22 

1 .30 

3e'!  van 

6.48 

3.30 

1 .96 

2.97 

1 .9F 

Bedford 

4.78 

4.35 

1 . 10 

2.10 

1 . 1 1 

Berks 

7.15 

3.48 

2.05 

2.99 

2.01 

B 1 u i r 

>: . 53 

3.60 

1 .77 

2.70 

1 .83 

Bradford 

5.al 

3.73 

1 .40 

2.71 

1 . 35 

Bucks 

7.^2 

4.10 

1.79 

2.69 

1.76 

but  1 or 

6.45 

4.13 

1.56 

2.96 

1 .45 

Cnnbr i a 

5.72 

4,16 

1.30 

2.80 

1.34 

Cameron 

5. 61 

4.24 

1.32 

2.38 

1.27 

Carbon 

6.72 

4.17 

1 .61 

2.49 

1 . 54 

Cen  tre 

5.72 

4 . 3S 

1.31 

2.50 

1 .25 

Chester 

6.76 

4.08 

1 . 66 

2.96 

1 ,62 

Clarion 

C.,58 

4.40 

1 .50 

2,54 

1 .59 

C I carf i e 1 d 

■,  .34 

4. 69 

1 . 35 

3.36 

1 .32 

C 1 i nton 

6.75 

3.02 

1.77 

2.57 

1 .7h 

Co  1 umb i a 

6.65 

3.82 

1.14 

3.26 

1 . 06 

Crawford 

5.  1 1 

3.90 

1.31 

3.  13 

1.30 

Cumber  1 and 

5. 05 

4.10 

1.43 

2.15 

1 .42 

Dauphin 

5.^1 

4.10 

1 .27 

2.7P, 

1.21 

De 1 aware 

7.56 

3.83 

1 .9h 

2,95 

1 .91 

Elk 

U.29 

3.99 

1 .50 

3.36 

1 .66 

Er  i e 

.4.83 

3.39 

1 .72 

2.97 

1 .81 

Fayette 

A . 14 

3.55 

1 .73 

2.83 

1 .69 

Forest 

■A.  16 

4.66 

1 .54 

2.45 

1 .70 

Frank  1 i n 

■A.  57 

4.07 

1.37 

2.23 

1.36 

Fu  1 ton 

3.81 

4.42 

.36 

1 .33 

.85 

Greene 

6.36 

3.63 

1 .75 

2.90 

1 .86 

Hunt ingdon 

5.:o 

4.00 

1 .32 

2.30 

1.30 

Indiana 

6.06 

4.42 

I .37 

2.31 

1 .33 

Jefferson 

6.35 

4.07 

1 . .56 

2.64 

1.54 

Jun i ata 

5.95 

4.38 

1 .36 

2.52 

1 .30 

Lackav/anna 

4.03 

1.70 

2.09 

1 .62 

Lancaster 

■S.93 

3.53 

1 .69 

2.99 

1 .64 

Lav/rence 

C.76 

3.62 

1 .8T 

2.92 

1 .01 

Lebanon 

4.63 

4.46 

1 .04 

2.92 

.95 

Lehigh 

7.33 

3.52 

2.  10 

3,35 

2.02 

Luzerne 

7.46 

4.24 

1.76 

2 • Go 

1 .82 

Lycoming 

6.47 

3.45 

1.08 

2.79 

1 .85 

McKean 

6.04 

3.36 

1.56 

2.40 

1 .66 

Mercer 

6.40 

3.65 

1 .78 

2.90 

1 .72 

M i f f 1 1 n 

7.08 

4.58 

1.55 

2.30 

1 .50 

Monroe 

A . 0 5 

3.90 

1 .52 

2.13 

1 .45 

Montgomery 

7,02 

4.22 

1 .66 

2.60 

1 .64 

Montour 

'.03 

5.46 

1 . 10 

2.50 

1.0? 

Northampton 

7.33 

3.61 

2.03 

3.  15 

1 .95 

Northumber 1 and 

7.32 

4.57 

1 .60 

2.39 

1 .57 

Perry 

6..J2 

4.52 

1 .40 

1 .50 

1 .39 

Phi  1 ade 1 p h i a 

7.70 

2.93 

2.63 

4.37 

2 . V 1 

Pike 

G.  1 4 

4.17 

1 .47 

2,19 

1 .45 

Po  tter 

4. "'6 

3.07 

1 .20 

2.29 

1 . 26 

Senuy 1 k i 1 1 

u.  1 i 

3.30 

1 .61 

3.21 

1 .49 

S«»ydcr 

6,37 

6.40 

1 .00 

5.71 

1 .02 

Somerset 

5.50 

4.20 

1.29 

1.97 

1 . 52 

Sul  1 i van 

. 70 

4.63 

1.25 

2,90 

1.17 

Susquehanna 

7.  hi 

4.25 

1 .77 

3.  I4 

1.76 

Tioga 

5.49 

3.77 

1 .4'A 

2.35 

1 .42 

Un  i on 

5.44 

5,40 

1 .01 

1 .48 

1.07 

Venango 

7.01 

3.83 

1,31 

2.50 

1 ,32 

iVarren 

6.  10 

3.68 

1 . 66 

3,69 

2.37 

Wash i ngton 

5.75 

3.74 

1 .54 

2. 86 

1 .57 

Wayne 

7. 7C 

4.61 

1 .71 

2.79 

1 . 7 

Westmore 1 and 

5.24 

3.^0 

1 .3u 

2.30 

1 .64 

Wyom i ng 

7.66 

4.17 

1 .84 

2.74 

1 .TO 

York 

£.15 

3.66 

1 . 68 

2.77 

1 .7h 

TOTALS;-. 

Excluding  Allegheny 
and  Philadelphia 

6.B6 

4.20 

1 . 54 

2.33 

1 .63 

A 1 1 egheny  and 
Ph  i 1 ade  1 pli  i a 

7.71 

3.12 

2.47 

4.14 

2.3J 

Grand  Total 

7.  16 

3.47 

2.06 

3.73 

1 .R  ■ 

*Excludes  expenditures  under 

Me  d i c a 1 

and  Thrift  Garden 

Programs  and 

the  value 

vn d cost  of 

transporta  t i on 

and  di.stribution  of 

Feder a 1 

Surplus  R 

0 1 i ef  C jmmod i t i es 
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CO'  " 'OirSALTH  OF  FF:^'C'n  V/-JIIA 
ST'ATE  FT’SRCFt^CY  F.FLIFF  AD"I”IST?ATI  Or 
DTVISIOI:  OF  RFSFARCH  AID  SDVTIST^CS 
HARRISB^'RO 


T-fonthly  Report  on 
Relief  Fxrendi tures 

Per  lerson  and  Per  Case  February,  1336 


AVERAGE  V/EEKLY  EXPEIDITIEIE3  PER  PERSON 


PERSONS 


The  average  weekly  expenditure  per  person  for  the  65  co’inties  in  which  rel.ief 
is  distributed  on  a coonodity  order  basis  showed  no  significant  change  in  February. 
Similarly,  the  average  weekly  expenditure  per  nerson  for  cash  relief  in  Alle  -heny 
and  Philadelphia  counties  remained  unchanged  (See  table  1^. 


In  February 
decreased  in  27. 


average  weekly  expenditures  per  person  increased  in 
No  change  occurred  in  ''^onroe  and  Som.erset  counties 


38  counties 
Excluding 


Sullivan  County  and  the 
data  is  not  available*, 
the  largest  dccr':-ase  ($ 


couptics  comprising  Relief  Area  f(-l,  for  whicli  comparable 
fee  largest  incroaso  ($.15)  occurred  in  Crawford  County  and 
24)  occurred  in  Fayette  County. 


Average  weexly  expenditures  per  person  shov/ed  marked  variations  among  the  in- 


dividual count  ie: 


.ho  averages,  wh 


Ip  DT 


listed  in  order  o^ 


mount , 


nged , 


T, 


from  pl.C2  in  Fulton  County  to  $2.66  in  Philadelphia  County,  with  a median  figui'e  of 
'.'1.67.  In  February  the  range  was  from  $1.09  in  Fulton  County  to  $2.60  in  Philadel- 
phia County,  with  a median  figure  of  $1.69.  These  wide  variations  may  be  attributed 
largely  to  the  size  and  composition  of  relief  cases  in  the  varieus  counties,  and  to 
the  amoufit  of  grants  ’which  are  allowed  by  certain  counties  for  individual  items  of 
relief  such  as  shelter  and  public  utilities. 


The  following  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  average  weekly  expenditures  per 
person  within  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranges  within 
which  the  17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 


Average  Vcekly  Ex 

cenditures  per  Person 

Number  of  Counties 

Janu:.ry 

February 

17 

vjjl.02  - al  ,49 

::l.C9  - $1.52 

33 

$1.49  - $1.62 

$1.53  - $1.83 

17 

$1.35  - v2.66 

$1.34  - $2.6C 

There  was  a high  degree 

of  similarity  botw(;en  the 

county  rankings  in  thi 

periods  under  consid-eration . 


The  average  number  of  persons  p^ r case  varied  considerably  among  the  individual 
counties,.  In  both  Tanuary  and  'February  Pbiladelphia  County  had  the  smallest  niimbor 
of  persons  rer  case  (2.89  and  c’esrec-^imly ' , while  Adams  County  had  th-^  largest 

number  of  U'-'-rsons  per  case  (4.91  and  4.'‘’S  rosnectively)  , In  47  of  the  57  counties 
the  average  number  of  persons  per  case  decreased  in  February, 


The  following  tabulation  shows 
’Within  v.'bicb  the  middle  33  counties 
17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes 


the  range  in  average  number  of 
fall,  together  with  the  ranges 
of  the  distribution  fall. 


persons  per  case 
within  yjliich  the 


Average  Number  of  Persons  Per  Case 


umber  of  Counties 


January 


February 


17 

2.89 

33 

3.7f 

17 

4,23 

- 3. 66  2.8°  - 3.61 

-4.22  3.65-4.11 

- 4.91  4.14  - 4.88 


* See  foot  notes  number  5 and  number  4 on  page  3. 
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An  analysis  of  tho  correlation  or  association  te-^v;eon  ava'ara  nu.’'ib  r of  j -.r:- 

0 Ti  1 : 0 1 , 


per  case  and  average  i^ockly  expenditures  per  person  roveal^-d  tlat,  or.  a 
those  counties  xhich  had  a small  number  of  p.;rs  -ns  ’ or  case  had  largo  average  v.'  .Aly 
expenditures  per  person,  v;horcas  those  counties  x.nich  bad  a large  r.u_:b,,r  of  e.vrsor.''- 
per  case  had  small  avorag..  ¥;cokly  cxpenditiLr^:.-s  per  person.  In  accord-  nco  v.-ith  *h.. 
procedure  for  determining  budget  n-ccds,  this  sort  of  relationship  betneer.  average 
number  of  persons  per  case  and  average  a-ohlj’’  exuondi'uros  per  person  is  exactly 
73hat  should  bo  expected,  ’/.lien  this  point  is  borne  in  mind  part  of  the  varia'‘‘icns 
in  average  v/eehly  expenditures  per  person  among  the  counties  is  properly  explained 
and  justified. 


In  February,  of  t^i">  17  counties 


1 1 


in- 


persons  per  case,  9 are  among  the  17  counties  fallin 


T'ithin  the  loxost  rang^ 


expenditures  per  person 


' til 


.84  - 8S.6G)  . Of  the 


of  8.83  - 2.61 

g rithin  the  highest  range  of 
remaining:  counties,  5 fall  above 


, ^ ^ _ ' — 7 

and  2 fall  slightly  belox  the  median  expenditur... . Th.j  principal  exception, 
Huntingdon  Courity,  v/hilo  falling  among  the  17  counties  xith  a small  number  of  perse 
per  case  falls  vithin  the  loxost  r-:ngc  of  expenditures  per  person. 


Of  the  17  counties  falling  xithin  the  highest  range  of  4.14  - 4.63  persons  per 


;asG,  9 fall  v.'ithin 


;ho  lonest  raruge  of  expendi-'naros  per  person 


t -> 


1.C9  - ''1.52)  . 


Six  of  th:  rernainin.Q’  8 couitics  fall  belox  the  rr-dian  expenditure  and  2 fall  above. 


CASES 


The  average  meekly  expenditure  per 
delphia  counties  mas  appreciably  lov;er 
ago  meekly  expenditure  per  case  for  the 
a commodity  order  basis  mas  slightly  lo 


case  for  cash  relief  in  Allegheny  and  Phila- 
in  February  than  in  January,  r/hilo  the.-  aver- 
65  counties  in  "chich  relief  is  distributed  on 
nor  (see  tables  2 and  3). 


In  January  average  meekly  expenditures  per  case  decreased  in  36  counties  and  in- 
creased in  29,  The  average  remained  unchanged  in  2 counties.  The  largest  decrease 
(^?.80)  occurred  in  Mifflin  County  and  the  largest  increase  ($.46)  occurred  in 
Cramford  County. 

The  individual  county  averages  per  case,  xhen  listed  in  order  of  amoun"^ , ranged 
in  January,  from  $4.06  in  Fulton  County  to  $8.23  in  Bucks  County,  uith  a median  figure 
of  $6.54.  In  February  the  range  was  from  $4.16  in  Fulton  County  to  $8.11  in  Delaware 
County,  with  a.  median  figure  of  $6.5C.  Thero  V7as  a high  degree  of  similarity  between 
the  county  rankings  in  the  two  periods  under  consideration. 


The  following  tabulation  shov;s  the  range  in  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case 
within  which  the  middle  33  counties  f.ell,  torethcvr  with  the  ranges  within  which  the 
17  counties  on  each  of  the  extr-emes  of  th  :■  distribution  fall. 


Aver. a .we 

okly  Exp 

sndituras  Per  Case 

''■'u.mber  of  Counties 

Janua 

ry 

February 

17 

$4.76  - 

.$6.25 

$4.16  - $5.95 

33 

.$6.26  - 

$7.05 

.$5.99  - $7.1^ 

17 

$7.13  - 

$8.23 

.:-7.11  - $8.11 

general,  average  weekly 

expenditures  per  c 

ase  for 

the  various  items  of  relief 

were  small  in  counties  in  which  th-e  total  expenditure  per  c-.se  for  all  single  grant 
items  was  small,  whereas  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  for  the  various  items 
of  relief  were  larger  in  the  counties  in  ’'Tiich  tho  total  ex-'^enditure  per  c.'isc  for  all 
single  grant  items  was  larger. 

State-wide  aver-age  weekly  expenditures  per  case  -\nd  per  person,  by  months,  for 
tie  13-month  period,  February  1935  - February  1936,  are  prasented  graphically  in 
Charts  1 and  2. 
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AVERAGE  NUM3ER  OF  RERSOrjo  FER  CASE  ARC  AVERAGE  V.EEKLV  EXr>F.  GD I ; URl.,  fER  CA  r /-/ID  PER  r ^RSOR 


r-ve,  No. 

Persons  per  Case—' 

,'>ve.  Wkly.  Expend 

tures  p>=r 

2i  . 

*St.—  n ve . 

iVk  1 J . Expen  '! 

i tures  :r  ''rs,n 

Coun  ty 

J an  u a r y 

Fetru.ary 

J nusry 

Februar J 

J .nu’.ry 

F f 1,  r u a r y 

Adams 

4.91 

4.C3 

$ 6.52 

V 

■'.52 

$ 1 . 33 

• 1 . s4 

A 1 1 0 ghen  y 

3.29 

3.23 

7 . 56 

7.50 

2 . 30 

. -'1 

Armstrono 

3.92 

3.'J2 

'..41 

5.95 

1 .'-4 

1 . . 

Beaver 

3.27 

3 . 30 

6.0>. 

6.77 

■•.09 

. 5 

L'edf  or  d 

4.32 

4.24 

5.52 

4.97 

1 .20 

1.17 

13  ; rks 

3.  Cl 

3.50 

7.32 

7.13 

2.0? 

. 4 

1 i r 

3.47 

3.69 

6.34 

C.07 

1 .03 

1.  4 

fir  adf  ord 

3.66 

3.55 

6.45 

5.92 

1 .76 

1 .•■  7 

1.'  u c k s 

4.26 

4. 1 1 

3 . 23 

7.09 

1 . 2'3 

1 • ' _! 

u 1 1 -3  r 

3.99 

4.00 

6.  j5 

6 . 95 

1 . 7 

i .7. 

C a m b r i a 

3 . 9'J 

3.73 

5.82 

5.79 

1 .46 

1 

Cameron 

4.23 

3.72 

5.3d 

5.6’ 

1 . ’9 

1.51 

Carbon 

4.  12 

4.03 

7 . 29 

7,66 

1.77 

1 . ; : 

Centre 

4.4c 

".30 

6.15 

5.70 

1 .40 

1 . 32 

Chester 

4 . 07 

4.05 

7.02 

7.12 

1 .72 

1.76 

Clarion 

4.  17 

4.10 

‘ . 22 

6.50 

1 .49 

1 . 26 

C 1 earf i e 1 d 

4.65 

4,46 

5.40 

" .47 

1 .0)9 

1.45 

C 1 i n ton 

3 . 53 

,^.44 

6.31 

6 . 30 

1 , 23 

1 . '3 

Columbia  3/ 

4.62 

3.90 

2.44 

5 . 39 

1 .40 

1 .■■4 

Crawford 

■ ' . 0 2 

3.76 

5.25 

5.71 

1 . ,7 

! . 52 

Cumber  1 r'nd 

4.  17 

4.09 

6.34 

G.  24 

1 .02 

1 . 5? 

Dauph i n 

3.63 

5.  ' I 

F. . 22 

6.52 

1 .71 

1 .1 

De  1 aw  '.re 

3.35 

3.02 

7.03 

0. 1 1 

-.05 

0, 1 2 

Elk 

4.22 

".22 

6. 54 

6.07 

1 .55 

1.44 

Er  i e 

3.44 

3,31 

6.76 

1 .■JB 

2.  '4 

F ye  tt  e 

3.3" 

3.51 

' . 3" 

5.06 

1 . ) 1 

1 . '7 

Forest 

4.30 

4.34 

6.32 

0 • 

1.59 

I • 60 

F r a n k 1 in 

3.90 

4. 05 

5.30 

5.22 

1 .49 

1 .45 

Fulton 

3.97 

3.31 

4.06 

4 . 1 ■' 

1 . a2 

1 .29 

Greene 

4.06 

4.3" 

'6.31 

6.2" 

1.55 

1 .4C 

Hunt  ingrion 

3.32 

3.57 

'.10 

5.4" 

1 .'■'0 

1 .51 

1 n d i an  a 

4.02; 

3.94 

.60 

F . 1 F 

1 .62 

1.56 

J c f f er  s on 

3.94 

3.7C 

6.^0 

5 . 39 

1 .70 

1.52 

Jun  i ata 

4.  17 

4.  in 

.61 

. 06 

1 .F9 

1 ."5 

Lackawanna 

3.91 

3.  G2 

7.  17 

:.06 

1 .33 

1 .30 

Lancaster 

3.5^^ 

' . C 3 

6.21 

6.22 

1 .'76 

1 . 7 1 

Lawrence 

3.51 

5,44 

7.36 

7 . 1 u 

2.  10 

2.06 

Lebanon 

4.24 

4.17 

: .77 

‘J . 50 

1 .uO 

1 . 5'2 

Lehigh 

3.59 

3.72 

7.56 

3.O0 

2.  1 1 

2.15 

l.uzerne 

4,16 

4.04 

7.40 

7.5'-' 

1 . '0 

1 .37 

Lycoming 

3.45 

3.  ?■' 

'.52 

2,7" 

1 ,'■>9 

1 . C ' ' 

McKean 

3.32 

3.75 

6 . 26 

5.72 

1 ."4 

1 .53 

Mercer 

3.74 

3.70 

2 . 96 

6.99 

1.76 

1 .j9 

M i f f 1 in 

4. 4-' 

4.26 

'7.72 

6.92 

1 .T’3 

1 . 2 

Monroe 

4.09 

4.15 

0 . 31 

F.42 

1 .55 

1 .55 

Mon  tgomery 

4.1" 

7.46 

7.59 

1.70 

1 .03 

Montour 

4.42 

3.bu 

".34 

■'.42 

1 .43 

1 .79 

Northampton 

3.93 

4-03 

7.91 

7 • 96 

2.  . 1 

1 . 

N or  thumber 1 and 

3/  4.04 

S.75 

7.05 

7 . 30 

1 .'75 

1 .95 

Perry 

4.40 

4.10 

5.75 

5.24 

1 . 1 

1 .35 

Phi  1 ade 1 ph i a 

2. '■'■2 

2. 33 

• jO 

7.50 

2.-6 

2.  to 

Pike 

4.  1 2 

4.03 

U.73 

6.30 

1 . ''S 

! . 6'2 

Potter 

4.01 

If . 1 4 

5.29 

5.43 

1 . 32 

1 .’1 

S c h u y 1 k i 1 1 

3.52 

3 . 52 

■ ’ . 37 

6 . 50 

I .76 

1.  4 

Snyder  3/ 

4.55 

4.06 

' ■ • • 7 

6.05 

! .47 

1 . '9 

Somerset 

3.'-? 

5.  J6 

5 • '^G 

1 .46 

1 ."t 

Sul  1 i van  4/ 

4.27 

3.55 

6.25 

6.15 

1 . 46 

1 .73 

Sus  gue  hc.nn  a 

4.49 

4.2- 

7.39 

7.26 

1 . '5 

1 .7| 

Tioga 

3.33 

3.22 

5.45 

5.7C 

1 .'■2 

1.49 

Union  3/ 

4.47 

4.02 

6.33 

1 1 

1.54 

[ . / / 

Von  an  go 

3.93 

4700 

7.24 

7.21 

1 . 2 

1 . ;o 

War ren 

3.31 

3 • C j 

■j  • 56 

■'2.  SO 

i .2’! 

1 . 70 

IV  ashing  ion 

3.4C 

=.47 

5 . 79 

5.92 

1.67 

1.71 

IV  a y n e 

4,55 

4.  "4 

■;'.4o 

7 . 2;3 

1 .r4 

1 . ■;5 

vVestmore  1 and 

3.70 

•'.22 

L .21 

1 . 60 

1 .-0 

\i  y 0 fn  1 n g 

3. 60 

3.54 

7.13 

7.11 

1 . -3 

2.  1 

York 

3.77 

’,67 

6.37 

;.4i 

1 .'.'O 

1 .75 

TOTALS:  — 

£ X c 1 . 1 1 e g h . d 
Phi  1 a. 

3.35 

3.33 

',73 

6.77 

1.75 

1 .77 

•d  1 1 e g h . 0 P h i 1 

. 3.05 

2 no 

7.64 

7.54 

0.50 

2.50 

Grand  Tota 1 

3.3u 

3.37 

; ^ 0;j 

7.20 

2.15 

.14 

J_/  rxcludes  expenditures 

unoier  'he  Medical 

P r 0 g r a m 0 n 'd  f he  v a 

1 ue  an d co 

st  of  trans; 

ortation  'na 

d i s tr  i but  ion  of 

F dsril  Surplus  fislicf  Commodities. 

2I  The  .jTnuary  averages  are  b.isrJ  upon  : ;ns  F-,veek  p r i o ending  February  I and  the  Februar'.  averages  are  sed 
u'.ion  the  poriol  endin'  February  20. 

3/  A lane  adjustment  in  the  number  ot  porso.ns  receivinr  re  I i .f  m_l<cs  a comparison  bet'reen  the  January  and 
February  average  number  of  persons  per  case  and  the  January  and  February  average  weekly  expenditures  per 
person  inadvisable. 

r/  a I :>rge  adjustniant  in  the  numorr  of  cases  recoivinr  relief  mak  s r,  comparison  between  che  January  and 
February  averages  inadvisable. 
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TASLE  2 


AVERAGE  WEEKLY 

EXPENDITURES 

PER 

CASE 

FOR  CASii  ANL 

SIIK2.E  G!i/.Ni  ITEMS* 

January, 

1 936 

Av 

'rage  Weekly 

Expenditures  Per  Cse 

- 4 Weeks  End ing  Fe 

hruary  1 

All  Single 

Pub  1 i : 

County 

Grant  1 terns 

Food 

Milk 

Fuel 

Clothing 

Rent 

IJ  t i 1 i t i c s 

Adams 

$ G.52 

$ 4.28 

$ 

.57 

$ .70 

$ .08  V 

.08 

$ .01 

A 1 1 egheny 

7.58 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Armstron  g 

n . 4 1 

4.60 

.39 

.20 

1.03 

.06 

.05 

Beaver 

6.84 

4.31 

.50 

.7c 

.76 

.40 

. 1 2 

Bedford 

5.52 

4.03 

.23 

.2:) 

1 .02 

.03 

.01 

Berks 

7.33 

4 . 59 

.52 

.91 

.83 

.29 

. |L 

Blair 

6.34 

4.29 

.43 

.43 

.79 

.37 

.93 

Bradford 

5.45 

4.52 

.60 

.62 

.51 

.20 

— 

Bucks 

8.23 

5.05 

.36 

1 .22 

.99 

.10 

.0  1 

Butler 

6.65 

4.47 

.46 

.41 

.84 

.33 

.09 

Canibr  i a 

5.82 

03 

.40 

• 26 

.68 

.39 

Ccameron 

5.88 

4.48 

.49 

.Oli 

.36 

— 

.1 

Carbon 

7.29 

4.50 

. .74 

1 . 07 

.72 

.26 

Cen  tre 

6.15 

4.41 

.58 

.38 

. 63 

.12 

. 9" 

Chester 

7.02 

4.64 

.57 

.94 

.78 

.06 

.o:- 

Clarion 

6.22 

4.50 

.45 

.29 

.:^6 

.20 

.02 

C 1 earf  i e 1 d 

6.48 

4.48 

.46 

.56 

.55 

.39 

.04 

C 1 i nton 

6.81 

4.34 

.51 

.77 

.92 

.21 

. 06 

Co  1 umb i a 

6.44 

4.31 

.52 

.78 

.57 

. 13 

.08 

Crawford 

5.25 

3.64 

.25 

.42 

.88 

.06 

— 

Cumber  1 and 

6.34 

4. 15 

.47 

.89 

.73 

.08 

.02 

Dauph i n 

6.22 

4.21 

.47 

.01 

.58 

.10 

.05 

Oe  1 aivare 

7.80 

4.03 

.62 

1 .39 

. 54 

.40 

.10 

Elk 

6.54 

4 . 6G 

> 60 

.25 

."5 

.05 

.01 

Er  i e 

6.65 

3.93 

.44 

1 . O'. 

.76 

.44 

— 

Fayette 

6.30 

4.37 

.52 

.50 

.84 

. I4 

.01 

Forest 

6.82 

4.47 

.61 

.42 

1.26 

.05 

.01 

Frank  1 i n 

5. 80 

3.81 

.48 

.53 

.86 

.09 

.03 

Fu 1 ton 

4.06 

2.99 

.07 

.02 

.94 

.04 



Greene 

6.31 

4.61 

.43 

.27 

.95 

.04 

.01 

Flun  t ingdon 

6.  10 

4.03 

.39 

.31 

1 .23 

.12 

.02 

Indiana 

6.  GO 

4.65 

.29 

.45 

1.00 

.14 

.07 

Jefferson 

6.70 

4.68 

.41 

.43 

1.04 

.07 

.07 

Jun i ata 

6. 61 

4.68 

.22 

.35 

1.31 

.03 

.02 

Lackawanna 

7.17 

4.57 

.4! 

.48 

.92 

.79 



Lancaster 

6.31 

3.93 

.39 

.91 

.73 

.35 

Lavjrence 

7.36 

4.46 

.39 

.70 

.70 

.90 

. 1 3 

Lebanon 

5.77 

4.03 

.50 

1.22 

.70 

.26 

. 06 

Leh i gh 

7.56 

4.29 

.50 

1 .53 

.78 

.46 



Luzerne 

7.48 

4.85 

.47 

.68 

1 .04 

.39 

.05 

Lycomi p g 

(T752 

3.91 

.49 

1 .01 

.70 

.37 

.04 

M c K e an 

6.26 

4. 68 

.44 

. 3 1 

.70 

. 13 

_ _ 

Mercer 

6.96 

4.45 

.30 

.58 

.31 

.64 

.10 

Mifflin 

7.72 

4.76 

.56 

1.02 

1 . 27 

.09 

.02 

Monroe 

6.33 

4.74 

.45 

.63 

.39 

. 1 2 

Montgomery 

TTiJe 

4.61 

.75 

1.10 

.03 

.16 

.01 

Mon  tour 

6.34 

3.97 

« 50 

1.03 

.40 

. 10 

.10 

NorthamptoTj 

7.91 

4.30 

.66 

1 .53 

.76 

• 58 

__ 

Northunber I and 

7.05 

4.79 

.54 

.61 

.72 

.23 

.16 

Perry 

5.75 

3.96 

.42 

,47 

.04 

.05 

.01 

Ph  i 1 ade 1 phi  a 

7.60 

_ _ 

_ _ 

_ _ 

P i ke 

6.73 

4.70 

.62 

.56 

.31 

.04 

MM 

Potter 

5.29 

3.94 

.43 

. 1 1 

.3  1 

Schuy 1 kill 

6.37 

4.39 

.57 

.24 

.63 

.43 

. 1 1 

Sn  yder 

6.67 

4.19 

.58 

.99 

.79 

.07 

.05 

Somerset 

5.96 

4.27 

.30 

.28 

.89 

. 14 



Su  1 1 i van 

5.25 

4.46 

.65 

.20 

.92 

.02 

Su  squehann  a 

7.39 

4.97 

.47 

.79 

.76 

.40 

Tioga 

5.45 

4.12 

.25 

.21 

.84 

.03 

Un  i on 

6.80 

4.  16 

.65 

1.30 

.52 

.22 

.03 

Ven  ango 

7.24 

4.54 

.50 

.62 

.90 

“.TfT  ■ 

. 14 

'barren 

6.56 

4.54 

. 53 

.50 

.77 

.08 

.96 

Wash i ngton 

5.79 

4.15 

.41 

.30 

.77 

• 1 3 

.03 

Wayne 

7.48 

4.98 

.50 

.64 

1,10 

. 10 

Westmore 1 and 

6.22 

4.37 

.40 

.36 

.77 

.29 

.03 

Wyoming 

7. 13 

4 . 54 

.46 

1 . 10 

.^3 

.27 

York 

6.37 

4.10 

.44 

.75 

.92 

.16 

— 

TOTALS:-. 

Exc  lud ing  Al  legheny 

and  Pii  i 1 ade  1 ph  i a 

6.78 

4.42 

.47 

.70 

.81 

o r 

.03 

A 1 1 egheny  and 

Phil ade 1 ph i a 

7.64 

Grand  Total  7.28 


♦Excludes  exponditures  under  the  l.1edical  Program  and  the  value  and  cost  of  transportation  and  distribution  of 
Federal  Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 
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TABLF.  3 


avlRage  weekly  expenditures 

PEfi  CASE 

TOP  CASH  AND  S 

INuLE  GRANT  IT.MS* 

February 

, l'63c 

Average  Weekly  Expend! 

t ures  Per  Case 

- 4 Weeks  Ending  F.bruary 

All  Single 

r U b 1 i C 

County 

Grant  Items 

Food 

Milk 

Fue  1 

Clothing  R.  n t 

U *.  i 1 i >.  i s 

Adams 

? 6.52  $ 

b.47 

$ .54 

$ .52 

A .82  t . 1 _ 

. J / 

A 1 1 eg hen  y 

7.58 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Arm'":  trong 

5.95 

4.44 

* 38 

.32 

.67  .07 

.07 

Seaver 

6.77 

4.16 

.49 

.73 

.73  .54 

. 1 2 

Bedford 

4.97 

3.05 

.23 

.21 

.64  .03 

.01 

Berko 

7.  li. 

. i[4 

C~7 

• / 

.37 

.57  .5': 

. I-' 

Blair 

6.07 

4.26 

.46 

.43 

.48  .41 

Bradford 

5.92 

3.92 

. 43 

.72 

.76  .05 

— 

Bucks 

7.8  > 

4.89 

.65 

1.32 

.94  .08 

.01 

But  1 er 

6.95 

4.70 

.44 

.50 

.37  .34 

. 10 

Co  nibr  i a 

5.7^ 

4.14 

.35 

.J 

.45  .57 

. 3 1 

Cameron 

5.63 

4.30 

.47 

. |A 

.59  .0- 

-- 

Carbon 

7.66 

4.(  1 

■ .74 

1 . '/9 

.86  .36 

Centre 

5.70 

4.  OB 

.42 

.44 

.50  .1 2 

• t 

Chester 

7.12 

4.64 

.62 

."5 

.80  .03 

Clarion 

6.50 

4.70 

.52 

.31 

.74  .20 

.03 

Clearfield 

5.47 

4.53 

.84 

.55 

.56  .38 

.96 

Cl i n ton 

6.33 

4.07 

.39 

.76 

.71  .20 

,09 

Co  1 umb  i a 

5. 3':' 

4.12 

.49 

.82 

.7.  .1 5 

,08 

Crawford 

5.71 

3.03 

.29 

.47 

.98  .14 

-- 

Cumber  land 

6 . 24 

4.17 

.42 

.79 

.71*  .10 

.02 

Dauphin 

6.52 

4 . 25 

.37 

• '.'kJ 

. 60  . 3ii 

.05 

De  1 ^vi'dre 

0.1  1 

4.76 

.64 

1.31 

.70  .5! 

. 1 1 

Elk 

6. '37 

4.C6) 

.49 

.'^4 

.31  .03 

.0  1 

Er  i e 

6.76 

3 . 79 

.54 

1 .12 

.69  .62 

-- 

Fayette 

5. Go 

4.23 

.45 

.47 

.50  .r' 

.02 

Forest 

6.95 

4.90 

.53 

.34 

1 . 06  .10 

^ no 

Frank  1 in 

t:  . 

^ • LTU 

3.C3 

. 57 

.50 

.87  .08 

.93 

Fu 1 ton 

4.  lo 

. • C / 

.05 

— 

I.Ov,  .04 

Greene 

6.2L! 

4.62 

.43 

.23 

.92  .08 

_ - 

Huntingdon 

5.40 

0 C C 
• k-O 

.43 

.4o' 

.57  .12 

.03 

Indi ana 

6.15 

h.50 

.40 

.67  .14 

.06 

Jefferson 

5.99 

4.44 

.29 

.42 

.38  .09 

• '■  /' 

Jun iota 

6.36 

4.61 

.'24 

.49 

.67  .03 

.02 

Lackawanna 

6.86 

4.50 

.42 

\ ■» 

• 

.90  .5'3 

— 

Lancaster 

6.22 

3.96 

.40 

r.  -\ 

.48  .40 

— 

La  wren  ce 

7.  1 . 

4.39 

.40 

.84 

.76  .73 

. 1 3 

Lebanon 

■6.5.. 

4.07 

.39 

1 . 1 1 

.71  .16 

. :6 

Leh i gh 

o.o; 

4.46 

.55 

1 .53 

.01  .65 

_ _ 

Luzerne 

7.5C 

4.7-3 

.57 

.66 

1.03  .49 

Lycom ing 

U72 

4 . 05 

.39 

1 . 16 

.41 

.04 

McKean 

5.7f 

4.45 

.31 

.37 

.4''  .13 

ivlerccr 

6.99 

4.4  V 

.41 

.64 

.79  .57 

. 1 1 

M i f f 1 in 

6.92 

4.6:. 

.63 

.65 

.63  .O'J 

. 02 

Moiir  je 

6.42 

4.P3 

.44 

.70 

.32  .13 

— 

Mont  j ornery 

7.59 

4.67 

.7-' 

1 . 19 

.32  .19 

.02 

Montour 

6.42 

4.04 

.42 

1 ."'I 

.57  . 1 

. 1 5 

Morthampton 

7.96 

4.44 

.62 

1 .46 

.75  .69 

Northumber I and 

7.3r 

4.62 

.62 

.55 

1.94  .30 

. 17 

Perry 

5.64 

3.93 

.34 

.48 

.01  .07 

.Cl 

Phi  I a d e I p h i a 

7.5C 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Pike 

A.  00 

4.75 

• 52 

.60 

.84  ,09 

— 

Potter 

5.43 

4. Cl 

.22 

.82 

Cchuy I k i I I 

6.60 

4.47 

.57 

rsr-j 

a <-  J 

.44  .72 

. 1 . 

Snyder 

6.05 

4.23 

.57 

.79 

I • 1 3 • 0 c 

• - V 

Somerset 

5.68 

4.25 

.42 

. 57  . 1 5 

— — 

Su I I i van 

6.  15 

4.06 

.44 

.’4 

1.29  .0'’ 

Suoouelianna 

7.26 

4.53 

.39 

.03 

1.13  .39 

T i oga 

,5 . 7 U 

4.25 

.24 

. 29 

.88  .94 



Un  i on 

7.  1 1 

4.4e 

.57 

1 . j5 

• Go  ,17 

.04 

Venango 

7.21 

4.50 

.55 

.64 

.80  .41 

. 1 '3 

Warren 

6.::.'3 

4.71 

• 45 

.65 

.51  .20 

. 0i.l 

Wash i n gton 

5.92 

4.10 

.41 

.51 

. / 7 .21 

. _■> 

Wayne 

7.33 

4.39 

.49 

•7v 

1.14  .11 

Westniore  1 and 

6.21 

4.41 

. 50 

.43 

. 54  , 25 

•*'  1' 
• VJ 

Wyom  i n g 

7. 1 1 

T.53 

.41 

.92 

1.04  .!'■ 

_ _ 

York 

e.4l 

4.-:7 

.45 

.77 

.92  .29 

— 

TOTALS;.. 

Exr  1 ud  i n g file  ;;heny 
an d Ph i 1 ade 1 ph i a 

6.77 

4. 38 

.46 

.71 

.76  .40 

.03 

A I 1 C y hen  y an  J 

!’h  i I de  I ph  i a 7.54 

5ranri  Total  7.20 


* Excludes  expen ri i turea  under  the  Medical  Program  and  the  value  and  cost  of  transportat i on  and  distribution  of 
Federal  Surpluu  Relief  Comnod i t i es . 
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COI.IHOW^iEMT!-!  OF  PErnSYI.VAIIIA 
STATE  E.IERGENCY  RELIEF  liiJi.ElISTRATIO!! 
DIVISION  OF  RESEARCH  AND  STATISTICS 
HARKIS3UR0 


Monthly  Report  on 
Relief  Expenditures 

Per  Person  and  Per  Case  March  and  April,  1936 


Ai^ERAGE  V/EEKLY  EOPEIDITURES  PER  PERSON  AID  PIR  CASE 


I^FRSONS 

The  average  veehly  expenditure  per  person  for  cash  relief  in  Allegheny  and 
Philadelphia  counties  and  the  average  weekly  expenditure  per  person  for  single 
£rant  items  in  the  remaining  65  counties  of  the  State  showed  no  significant 
changes  in  March  and  April,  Small  increases  in  the  March  averages  were  followed 
by  similar  declines  in  the  April  averages  (see  Table  1). 

In  March  average  weekly  expenditures  per  person  decreased  in  35  counties,  in- 
creased in  30,  and  remained  unchanged  in  4.  In  April  average  weekly  expenditures 
par  person  decreased  in  51  counties,  increased  in  12,  and  remained  unchanged  in  4. 
On  the  whole,  the  increases  and  decreases  in  average  weekly  expenditures  per  person 
n^ere  relatively  small,  Susquehanna  County  sho¥/ed  the  largest  decrease  ($,17)  in 
March  and  Bedford  County  showed  the  largest  increase  (^,23),  In  April  the  largest 
decrease  ($,22)  occurred  in  Clinton  County  and  the  largest  increase  ($,2C)  occurred 
in  Mifflin  County, 

Average  weekly  expenditures  per  person  varied  considerably  among  the  indi- 
vidual counties.  In  February,  March,  and  April  Fulton  County  had  the  smallest 
average  weekly  expenditure  per  person  ($1,09,  $1,07,  and  $1,09  respectively),  while 
Philadelphia  County  had  the  largest  average  weekly  expenditure  per  person  ($2,60, 
$2,66,  and  $2,67  respectively). 

The  following  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  average  weekly  expenditures  per 
person  within  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranges  within 
which  the  17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 

Average  Weekly  Expenditure s Per  Person 


Number  of  Counties 


February 


March 


*Anr  il 


17 

33 

17 


$1.09  - $1.52 
$1.53  - $1.85 
$1,84  - $2.60 


$1.07  - $1.54 
$1,56  - $1.82 
$1.83  - $2.66 


$1.09  - $1.52 
$1,52  - $1,81 
$1.81  - $2.67 


Tlie  Y/ide  variations  between  the  individual  county  averages  may  be  attributed 
largely  to  the  amount  of  grants  allowed  by  certain  counties  for  individual  items  of 
relief  such  as  shelter  and  public  utilities,  and  to  the  size  and  composition  of 
relief  cases  in  the  various  counties. 


The  average  n^umber  of  persons  per  case  for  the  State  as  a whole  showed  no 
significant  change  in  March  and  April, 

In  February,  March,  and  April  Philadelphia  County  had  the  s:nallest  number  of 
persons  per  case  (2.88,  2.86,  and  2,88  r'-spcctively) , Y-hilo  Adams  County  had  the 
largest  number  of  persons  per  case  (4,88,  4,78,  and  4,88  rospccti-'^cly ) , 

Tire  folloY/ir^  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  aYurago  nurrber  of  persons  per  case 
within  v;hich  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranges  within  v/hich  the 
17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 


Average  liombor  of  Persons  Per  Case 


Number  of  Counties 

17 

33 

17 


February 

2.88  - 3.61 
3.63  - 4.11 
4.14  - 4.88 


March 

2.86  - 3.56 
3.56  - 4.95 
4.06  - 4.78 


April 

2,88  - 3.58 
3.59  - 4.12 
4.12  - 4.86 


STATS  LIBRARY  0 
poctjii£ents  section 


pemsylvania 


On  the  whole,  those  counties  which  had  a sinall  number  of  persons  per  ease 
had  large  average  Tmekly  expenditures  per  person,  v/hcrcas  these  co’onties  v/hich 
had  a largo  number  of  persons  per  case  had  small  average  v;cekly  expenditures 
per  person.  This  sort  of  relationship  between  average  rnunber  of  persons  per  case 
and  average  weekly  expenditun.s  per  person  explains  in  a large  measure  the  reason 
for  the  i.^arked  differences  in  ax-^erage  weekly  expenditures  per  person  among  the 
various  counties. 

In  March,  of  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  lov/cst  range  of  2,86  - 3,56 
persons  per  case,  8 are  among  the  17  counties  falling  vmthin  the  highest  range  of 
expenditures  per  person  ($1,83  - $2,66),  Of  the  rcirnining  9 counties,  1 faxls  at 
the  median  expenditure  ($1,68)  and  6 fall  above  the  median  expenditure.  The 
principal  exceptions  are  Cam.cron  and  Huntingdon  counties,  Cameron  County  falls 
v/ithin  the  lowest  range  of  expendit’ores  per  person,  v;hilo  Huntingdon  County  falls 
far  below  the  median  expenditure. 

Of  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  highest  range  of  4, '"■6  - 4,78  persons 
per  case,  12  fall  within  the  lowest  range  of  expenditures  per  person  ($1,07  - $1,54), 
Of  the  remaining  5 counties,  1 falls  at  the  median  expenditure  and  2 fall  bolovj  the 
median  expenditure,  Montgomery  and  Venango  counties  do  not  rank  anywhere  n'.nr  the 
17  counties  having  small  expenditures  per  person. 

Similarly,  in  April,  of  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  lowmst  range  of 
2,88  - 3,58  persons  per  ease,  9 arc  among  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  highest 
range  of  expenditures  per  person  ($1,81  - $2,67),  Of  the  remaining  8 counties,  5 
fall  above  and  2 fall  slightly  bclov;  the  median  expenditure  ($1,61),  The  principal 
exception,  Caineron  County,  falls  \mthin  the  lov;ost  range  of  expenditures  per  person. 

Of  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  highest  range  of  4,12  - 4,88  persons  per 
case,  10  fall  within  the  low'cst  range  of  expenditures  per  person  ($1,09  - $1,52), 

Of  th^  remaining  7 counties,  5 fall  below  and  3 fall  above  the  median  expenditure. 

The  principal  exception.  Carbon  County,  falls  within  the  highest  range  of  ez-i^cnditurcs 
per  per  person. 

It  will  bo  noted  that  in  both  March  and  April  Cameron  County,  while  ranging 
among  the  17  counties  with  a small  number  of  persons  per  ease,  ranked  among  the  17 
counties  v/ith  small  a.vcragc  wcckljr  expenditures  per  pi_rson. 


CASES 

The  average  weekly  expenditure  per  case  for  cash  relief  in  Allegheny  and 
Philadelphia  counties  w/as  larger  in  March  than  in  February,  A further  increase  in 
the  average  expenditure  per  case  occurred  in  April,  The  average  v/eekly  expenditure 
per  ease  for  the  65  counties  in  v/hich  relief  is  distributed  on  a commodity  order 
basis  w/as  smaller  in  March  than  in  February,  A further  decrease  in  the  average 
expenditure  per  ease  occurred  in  April  (see  Tables  2,  3,  and  4),  In  both  March 
and  April  the  reduction  in  case  load  in  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia  countiL.s  w'as 
larger  than  the  reduction  in  expenditures,  whereas  in  the  remaining  65  counties  of 
the  State  the  reduction  in  case  load  was  smaller  than  the  reduction  in  expenditures. 

The  seasonal  decline  in  fuel  needs  in  March  and  April  was  reflected  in  sub- 
stantially smaller  allov/anccs  for  this  item  of  relief. 

In  March  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  decreased  in  42  counties  and  in- 
creased in  25,  In  April  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  decreased  in  43  coun- 
ties, incr'.ascd  in  22,  and  remaiacd  unchanged  in  2,  The  largest  decrease  ($.78)  in 
March  occurred  in  Bucks  County  and  the  largest  increase  ($,79)  occurred  in  Bedford 
County,  In  April  the  largest  decrease  ($.59)  occurred  in  V/ayno  County  and  the 
largest  increase  ($1.24)  occurred  in  Mifflin  County, 

The  individual  county  averages  per  ease,  when  listed  in  order  of  niaount , 
ranged,  in  February,  from  $4.16  in  Fulton  County  to  $8.11  in  Delaware  County,  v;ith 
a m-cdian  figure  of  $6,50.  In  March  the  range  was  fro/a  $4,38  in  Fulton  County  to 
$7c71  in  Lehigh  County,  w'ith  a median  figviro  of  $6.41,  The  April  range  was  from 
$4,54  in  Fulton  County  to  $8,20  in  Carbon  County,  v/ith  a median  figure  of  $6.29, 


1.  'l' 


The  following  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  avurngo  weekly  expenditures  per 
case  w'ithin  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  v.lth  the  rang'-s  within 
which  the  17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 


There  xicis  a high  degree  of  similarity  between  the  county  rankings  in  the  three 
months  u'lder  coiisidcration. 

Average  W'eokly  o?q)cnditurcs  per  case  and  per  person  for  single  grant  items  in 
rounties  othc.r  than  lillcghony  and  Philadelphia,  by  months,  for  the  14-month  period, 
Parch  1935  - April  1936,  arc  shovjn  in  Chart  1,  Average  w'C'..kly  expenditures  per 
case  and  per  person  for  cash  relief  in  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia  counties,  by  months, 
lor  the  14— month  period,  March  1935  - April  1936,  arc  shovm  in  Chart  2, 


Average  7/^ekly  Expenditures  Per  C"s e 


Nemiber  of  Counties 


February 


March 


April 


17 

33 

17 
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table:  I 

AVERAGE  HUMBER  OF  PERSONS  PER  CASE  AND  AVERAGE  WEEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  CAbE  AND  PER  PERSON 


i/ 


Ave.  No. 

^ersons  per 

Case-^ 

h\/e.  Wkly. 

Expenditures  per 

Case-  Ave 

. Y'kiy. 

Expend i tur  s p r 

:/ 

; •.Tson- 

Coun  ty 

F',;h. 

lila r , 

Apr . 

Feb. 

Mar . 

Apr. 

Feb. 

M_r  . 

Apr  • 

Adams 

4.C., 

4 . 7C 

4.  .8 

$ 6.52 

$ 6.3e  2 

' .31 

t 1 .34 

$ 1.32  ^ 

1 .2j 

A 1 1 e g h 0 n y 

3.2S 

3.26 

3.52 

7.50 

7 •vo2 

7.50 

2.51 

2.34 

2.2 

Arristrong 

3.92 

3.35 

3.' 4 

5.95 

6.  IC 

6.09 

1 .52 

I.C" 

1.59 

Beaver 

3.30 

3.36 

3.47 

6.77 

6.79 

6.04 

2.05 

2.02 

1 .'S7 

Bedford 

4.24 

4.  lO 

4.IG 

4.97 

5.76 

5.30 

1 .17 

1 .40 

1.29 

Berks 

3.50 

3.52 

3.  CO 

7.13 

7.36 

6.94 

2.04 

2.  SO 

1.93 

Blair 

3.CJ 

3.^3 

5.8  2 

G.07 

G.  1 1 

5.82 

1.64 

1.60 

1.52 

Bradford 

3.53 

3. 43 

5.65 

5.92 

5.94 

5.87 

1 .67 

1.68 

1,61 

B 1 ;ks 

4. 1 I 

3.93 

3.79 

7.C9 

7.1  1 

- *60 

1 .92 

1.31 

1 .76 

Dj't  1 or 

4.03 

4. SI 

3.99 

6.95 

G.73 

6.73 

1.70 

1 .68 

1 .63 

Cc:  rbr  i a 

3.73 

3.  55 

r.7l 

5.79 

5.90 

5. 84 

1.53 

1.62 

1 .57 

Ca  leron 

3.72 

3.52 

3.4 1 

5.63 

5.21 

4.8>l 

1 .51 

1 .48 

1 .40 

Cl 'bon 

4.03 

4.02 

4.38 

7.66 

7.56 

8.20 

1 .E.'-i 

1 .3'' 

1 .87 

>'.i*re 

4.3U 

4.29 

4.23 

5.70 

5.83 

5.82 

1 .30 

1 .3d 

1.38 

Chas  :er 

4.05 

3.90 

3.94 

7.12 

6.73 

6.29 

1 .76 

1 .69 

1 .60 

>:  1 ' r i on 

4. 18 

4.-35 

4. 1 6 

6.00 

6.44 

6.36 

1 .56 

1 .59 

1.53 

c 1 c ;i  r f i e 1 d 

4.43 

4.40 

4.i‘7 

G.47 

G.GO 

6.40 

1 .45 

1.50 

1 .43 

c 

o 

c 

?.44 

3.35 

J.5I 

6.30 

6.07 

5.59 

1.83 

1 .01 

1.59 

Cn 1 unb i a 

3. So 

3.70 

5.P0 

6.39 

G.4I 

6.19 

1 ,64 

1 .70 

1.63 

Uravif  ord 

3.73 

3.72 

3. 64 

5.71 

5.69 

5.51 

1 .52 

1.53 

1 .51 

(a'  :b.:r  1 and 

4.09 

4.0I 

3.97 

6.24 

5.90 

5.78 

1.53 

1 .1)7 

1 .46 

Dauphin 

3.GI 

3.54 

3.53 

6.52 

6.32 

6.13 

I.CI 

1 .79 

1 .71 

De 1 aware 

3.82 

3.7I 

3.G3 

8. 1 1 

7.54 

6.99 

2.12 

2.03 

1 .93 

El!; 

4.22 

4.26 

4.29 

6. 37 

6.47 

6.42 

I.4I1 

1.52 

1 .ss 

E»"  i e 

3.3I 

3. 19 

3.  lO 

6.76 

6.49 

6.13 

2. ''4 

2.03 

1 ,93 

Fav-ette 

• 3 1 

3.4I 

3.5I 

5. 86 

6.22 

6.34 

1.67 

i .82 

1 .31 

Fo"'  '.t 

4.34 

4.29 

4.!3 

6.05 

6.47 

6 . 25 

1.60 

1 .51 

1 .50 

Fran';  1 in 

4.05 

4.0I 

5.9  ■ 

5.88 

S.7I 

5.51 

1 .45 

1 .42 

1.38 

Fu  1 t;’>n 

3. Cl 

4.00 

4. 1 7 

4. 1C 

4.38 

4.54 

1 .09 

1 .07 

1.09 

Gr.  one 

4.30 

4 . 3u 

4.12 

6. 28 

6. 1 1 

6.25 

1.46 

1 .40 

1 .52 

Hui.  t i n gdon 

3.57 

3.5G 

n CO 
t D J 

5.40 

5.G3 

5.62 

1.51 

1 .53 

1.57 

1 n d i an  a 

3.. “'4 

4.00 

>:• . 1 2 

6.  15 

G.4I 

6.42 

1.56 

1 .60 

1 .56 

Jc'f  ferson 

3.70 

3.84 

3.91 

5.99 

5.93 

6.15 

1 .62 

1.56 

1 .57 

dun  i uta 

4.I0 

4.26 

4.23 

6.06 

6.27 

6.00 

1.45 

1.47 

1.44 

La  akawarma 

3.82 

3.73 

3.  7 

6.06 

6.78 

6.89 

i.ro 

1 .79 

1 .8" 

Lanc.:ster 

3.63 

3.56 

3.47 

6.22 

G.  13 

5.73 

1.71 

1.72 

1 .65 

Lawr  inCG 

3.44 

3.3I 

3.P2 

7.10 

6.  "5 

G.98 

2.06 

2.10 

2.10 

l.ebcnon 

4.li^ 

3.93 

a. 98 

6.50 

G.3I 

6.40 

1.56 

1 .61 

1.61 

Loii  i gh 

3.72 

3.75 

3.79 

3.00 

7.7! 

7.43 

2.15 

2.06 

1 .96 

Luzerne 

4.04 

3.9I 

4 . 08 

7.56 

7.32 

7.40 

1 ,87 

1 .37 

1 .83 

Lycoming 

3.3G 

3.35 

3.41 

6.72 

6.58 

6.13 

2.00 

1 ,96 

1 .81 

■'c''ean 

3.75 

3.7I 

2 , tt 

.V  • ••  ^ 

5.72 

6.00 

5.89 

1.53 

1.62 

1 .61 

.Screen 

3.70 

3.G2 

3.57 

6.99 

6.85 

6.65 

1 • LO  9 

1 ,89 

1 .86 

: i f f I in 

4.26 

4.39 

4 . 60 

6,92 

6.86 

8.10 

1.62 

1.55 

1 .7'3 

. lonroc 

4. 1 5 

4.02 

4.06 

6.42 

6.35 

6. 14 

1.55 

1.53 

1 .5: 

Montgomery 

4. 1 4 

4. 16 

4.18 

7.-59 

7.43 

7.00 

1 .<^3 

1.30 

I.B7 

Montour 

3.58 

3.33 

3.72 

6.42 

5.96 

t.46 

1.79 

1 .79 

1.74 

Northa,.ipton 

4.03 

3.97 

3. "3 

7.96 

7.62 

7.05 

1 .98 

1 .92 

1.34 

Northu.mhcr  I 

and  3.75 

3.7u 

5-80 

7.30 

7.10 

7.22 

1.95 

1 .92 

1 .90 

Perry 

4.  I9 

4.22 

4’.4i 

5.64 

5.37 

5.55 

1 . 35 

1.27 

1 .26 

Pti  i I a da  I ph  i 

a 2.83 

2.  S3 

: .88 

7.50 

7.GI 

7.70 

2.60 

2.66 

Pi';o 

4.03 

3.93 

3.96 

6.30 

6.62 

6.22 

1 .u9 

1 .66 

1 .57 

Potter 

4. 1 4 

4.20 

4.41 

5.43 

5.52 

y • j 

1.31 

1.31 

1.24 

Scliuylki  I I 

3.50 

3.46 

3.53 

6.60 

6.53 

6.30 

1.84 

1 . 90 

1 .81 

3p  yder 

4.06 

3.35 

3.72 

6.35 

6.17 

6.17 

1.69 

1.60 

1.65 

Somerset 

3.88 

3.73 

3.99 

5. 68 

5.99 

6.15 

1.46 

1 . 53 

1.53 

Su  I I i van 

3.55 

3.40 

3.50 

6.15 

6.13 

6.46 

1.73 

1.00 

1.35 

Susouehanna 

4 . 25 

4 . CO 

4.71 

/ • 26 

7.08 

7.31 

1.71 

1.54 

1 .55 

T i oga 

3.03 

3.94 

3.85 

5.70 

5.97 

5.43 

1 .49 

1.52 

1 .41 

IJn  i on 

4.02 

4.03 

4.01 

7. 1 1 

6.82 

6.38 

1.77 

1 .68 

1 .59 

Venan.o 

4.00 

4.07 

4.03 

7.21 

7.45 

7.22 

1 .80 

1.63 

1 .79 

Viarron 

3. '9 

3.9I 

4.10 

6.60 

6.o7 

^./l 

1 .70 

1.71 

1 .64 

V.'cshington 

3.47 

3.43 

P.'42 

5.92 

5.e0 

5.77 

1 . / I 

1 .69 

1.69 

Vi'a  yrt  e 

4.44 

4.39 

4.12 

7.33 

7.95 

6.76 

1 . 65 

1 .67 

1 .64 

.'OS'!  iore  I an 

u J*bo 

3.59 

3.u2 

5.21 

6*  ; 2 

6.^)7 

1 .70 

1.73 

1 .68 

dyori  i ng 

3.54 

3.57 

3 . 33 

7.11 

6.P2 

2.  ^ 1 

1.91 

1 .92 

YorL 

^.67 

3.63 

3.58 

6.41 

6.14 

5.73 

I./5 

1.69 

1 .60 

TOTALS:  — 

Exel.  At  leg 

h.  A 

P!  i I a . 

3.33 

3.73 

3.7G 

6.77 

6.69 

6.59 

1.77 

1.79 

1 .75 

A I Icjh.e  Ph 

il  .3.02 

3.00 

3.03 

7.54 

7.61 

7.63 

2.50 

2.54 

2.52 

Grand  Total 

3.37 

3.33 

3.37 

7.20 

7.2;i 

7. 15 

2.14 

2.16 

2.12 

]_/  Excludes 

expend i turcs 

under  the  iedical 

Program  ind 

the  value  and  cost  of  trans 

portation  v.nd  distributi 

on  of 

Federa I 

Stjrp  I us  Re  lief 

Connodi tic 

0 * 

J j— I*wwr\  lUWIUUiy  t.  ^ y LMU  tiVCIUJJWO  <iIC  L/UL'L/U 

■the  period  ending  March  2Q}  and,  the  April  averages  arc  baaed  epon  the  4-nec'r<  period  ending  Apri 
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TADLL  2 


AVERAGE  WEEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  CASE  EOR  C(,SH  nlJD  SINGLE  Gii.NT  I rEMS* 

February,  19SG 


Average  IVeekly 

Expend 

tut5,:.  Per  Case  - 

4 ,'.'e..ko  Ending  F( 

•■Uruary  29 

All  Single- 

Pub  1 i c 

County 

Grant  1 terns 

Food 

Milk 

Fuc  1 

Clothing 

R e n t 

Utilities 

Adams 

$ C.52 

$ 4.47 

$ .54 

i .52 

$ .82  ■■ 

. 1 5 

$ .02 

A 1 1 ephen  y 

7.5d 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

-- 

Ar  fiis  tr  on  g 

5.95 

4.44 

.38 

.32 

.67 

.07 

. '.7 

Bea.vvr 

6.77 

4.16 

.49 

.73 

.73 

.54 

. 1 2 

Bedford 

4.97 

3.85 

.23 

.21 

.64 

.03 

.Cl 

Berks 

7.13 

4.44 

.57 

.87 

.57 

.52 

. K 

Blair 

6.07 

4.26 

.46 

.43 

.40 

.41 

.03 

Bradford 

5.92 

^.92 

.48 

.72 

.75 

.05 

-- 

Bucks 

7.8« 

4.09 

.65 

1 .32 

.94 

.08 

.0  1 

But  1 er 

6.95 

4.70 

.44 

• jO 

.87 

.34 

.10 

Cambr  i a 

5.79 

47nir 

.35 

.27 

.45 

.57 

.01 

Cameron 

5.63 

4.38 

.47 

. 16 

.59 

.03 

— 

Carbon 

7. 66 

4.5| 

.74 

1.09 

. 86 

.36 

-- 

Centre 

5.70 

4.00 

.42 

.44 

. 60 

.12 

.04 

Chester 

7.12 

4.64 

.62 

.95 

.80 

.08 

.03 

Clarion 

6.50 

4.70 

.52 

.31 

.74 

.20 

.03 

C 1 earf i e 1 d 

6.47 

4.50 

.44 

.55 

.54 

.30 

.06 

C 1 i nton 

6.30 

4.07 

.39 

.76 

.71 

.28 

.09 

Co  1 umb i a 

t . 39 

4.12 

.49 

.32 

.73 

. 1 5 

.08 

Craw  ford 

5.71 

3.83 

.29 

.47 

.98 

.14 

— 

Cumbt:r  1 an  d 

6.24 

4.17 

.4-2 

.79 

.74 

. 10 

.02 

Oauph  i n 

6.52 

4.26 

.37 

.36 

.60 

.38 

.05 

Oe 1 aware 

8.  1 1 

4 . 76 

.5  4 

1.31 

.73 

.51 

. 1 1 

Elk 

6.07 

4.69 

.49 

.24 

.61 

.03 

.01 

Er  i Q 

6.7G 

3.79 

.54 

1.12 

.69 

.62 

-- 

Fayette 

5.C6 

4 . 23 

.46 

.47 

.50 

.18 

.02 

Forest 

6.95 

4-.  90 

.53 

.34 

1 .06 

. 1 

.32 

F r ' n k 1 in 

5.88 

3.83 

.57 

.50 

.87 

.08 

.03 

F u 1 ton 

4.16 

3.07 

.05 

— 

1 .00 

.04 

— 

Cr ce' e 

6.20 

4. '-2 

.43 

.23 

.92 

.03 

— 

Hun  1 1 n qdon 

5.40 

3.35 

.43 

.40 

.57 

. 1 

.03 

1 n d i "'n  a 

6.15 

4.56 

. 52 

.40 

.67 

.14 

.06 

Jeff(!rson 

5.99 

4.44 

.29 

.42 

.68 

.09 

.07 

Juniata 

6.06 

4.61 

.24 

.49 

.67 

.03 

.02 

Lackawanna 

6.85 

O 

1 

1 

.42 

.48 

.90 

. 56 

— 

Lancaster 

6.22 

^.96 

.40 

.09 

.40 

.49 

— 

Lawrence 

7.10 

1-1 . 39 

.40 

.64 

.76 

.78 

.13 

Lebanon 

6.50 

4.07 

.39 

1 . 1 1 

.71 

. 16 

.06 

Lehigh 

Td.OO 

4 . 46 

.55 

1 .53 

.81 

.65 

— 

Luzerne 

7.56 

4. 76 

.57 

.66 

1 .03 

.49 

.05 

Lycoming 

6.72 

4.05 

.59 

1 . 16 

.67 

.41 

.04 

McKean 

5.72 

4.45 

• 3 1 

.’7 

.46 

.13 

— 

Mercer 

6.99 

5.47 

.41 

.64 

.79 

.57 

. 1 1 

M i f f 1 in 

6.^2 

4.:o 

.63 

.95 

. 6 3 

.09 

.02 

Monroe 

G.42 

4.83 

.44 

.70 

.32 

. 13 

— 

Montgomery 

7 . 59 

4.67 

.70 

1 . 19 

.82 

.19 

.O'" 

Mon  tour 

6.42 

4.04 

.42 

1.31 

.67 

.13 

. 15 

Northampton 

7.96 

4.44 

.52 

1 .46 

.75 

.69 

— 

Nor  thumbe-r  1 and 

7.30- 

4.62 

.62 

.55 

1 .04 

.30 

. 17 

Perry 

5.64 

3.93 

.34 

.48 

.01 

.07 

' .01 

Phi  1 a de 1 ph i a 

7.50 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Pike 

6.80 

4.75 

.52 

.'■■0 

.04 

.09 

— 

Po  tter 

5.43 

4.01 

.38 

.22 

.82 

-- 

Sc hu y 1 k i 1 1 

6. 60 

4.47 

.57 

.28 

.44 

.72 

. 1 2 

Sn  yder 

6.05 

4.23 

.57 

.79 

1.13 

.08 

.05 

Somerset 

5.63 

4 . 25 

.42 

.29 

.57 

.15 

— 

Sul  1 i V --n 

. 1 h 

4 . 06 

.44 

.34 

1 .29 

.02 

— 

Susquehanna 

7.26 

4.53 

.39 

.83 

1.13 

• 3G 

— 

T i oga 

5.70 

4.25 

.24 

.29 

.30 

.04 

— 

Un  i on 

7.  1 1 

4.42 

.57 

1.35 

.86 

. 17 

.04 

Venango 

7.21 

4.50 

.55 

.'4 

.88 

.41 

.15 

Warren 

^'.60 

4.71 

.45 

.^5 

.5! 

.20 

.08 

VJash  i n gton 

5.92 

4.19 

.41 

.31 

.77 

.21 

• 03 

I'i  a yn  e 

7.33 

4.89 

.49 

.70 

1.14 

. 1 1 

— 

We  stmore 1 and 

5.21 

4.41 

.50 

.48 

.54 

.25 

.03 

Wyoming 

7.  1 1 

4.58 

.41 

.92 

1 .04 

. 16 

— 

York 

6.41 

4.07 

.45 

. ; 7 

.92 

.20 

— 

TOTALS;-- 

Exc 1 ud i ng  All eghL 

ny 

and  Phil ade 1 ph i a 

^.77 

4 . 33 

.49 

.71 

.76 

.40 

.03 

A I 1 cgheny  and 

Ph i I ade I ph i a 7.54 

Ijrand  Total  7.20 


* Excludes  expenditures  under  the-  Medical  Proarjra  and  tiu;  value  and  cost  of  transportation  and  distribution  of 
Federal  Surplus  Fia  I i of  Commodities. 
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TABLE  3 


AVERAGE  WEEKLY 

' EXPEND  1 rURES  PER  CASE 

FOR 

CASH 

AMD  SINGLE  GRANT 

1 TEMS 

* 

March, 

1936 

Average 

Weekly  Expend! 

turci 

i Per 

Case  - 4 Weeks  Ending 

March  28 

All  Single 

r u b 1 I c 

County 

Gran  Items 

Food 

M i 1 k 

Fuel 

Clothing 

Rent 

U t i 1 1 1 i e s 

Adams 

$ 5.32 

$ 4.50 

$ .51 

A 

.31 

$ .87 

$ 

. 1 1 

$ ,02 

1 All eghony 

7.62 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Arms  trong 

6.16 

4.48 

.73 

.22 

1 .03 

.08 

.06 

Beaver 

6.79 

4. 19 

.49 

.69 

.72 

.58 

,12 

Bedford 

5.76 

4.05 

.20 

.23 

1.20 

.07 

,01 

Berks 

7.36 

4.41 

.52 

.79 

.84 

.65 

. 15 

Blair 

6. 1 1 

4.28 

.46 

.58 

.41 

.03 

Bradford 

5.84 

3.92 

.48 

.59 

.73 

. 1 2 

Bucks 

7.11 

4.53 

.51 

1 .02 

.88 

.14 

.03 

Butler 

6.73 

4.55 

.50 

.38 

.85 

.35 

.10 

Cambr  I a 

5.90 

4.  14 

.35 

. 19 

.66 

.55 

.01 

Cameron 

5.21 

3.90 

.31 

.09 

,79 

. 1 2 



Carbon 

7.56 

4.66 

.71 

.94 

.94 

.31 

Centre 

5.83 

4.19 

.42 

.37 

.66 

. 14 

.05 

Chester 

6.73 

4.62 

.54 

.65 

.81 

.08 

.03 

Clarion 

6.44 

4.63 

.54 

.24 

.74 

.26 

.03 

C 1 earf  i e 1 d 

6.60 

4.60 

.43 

.51 

.60 

.39 

.07 

Cl  inton 

6.07 

3.91 

.42 

.53 

.87 

.26 

.03 

Co  1 umb i a 

6.41 

4.  10 

.36 

.72 

.72 

.22 

.09 

Crawford 

5.69 

3.88 

.27 

.38 

1 .00 

. 16 

Cumber  1 and 

5.90 

4.16 

.36 

.52 

.74 

.10 

,02 

Dauph i n 

6.32 

4.22 

.41 

.62 

.60 

,42 

.05 

De 1 aware 

7.54 

4.59 

.61 

.93 

.75 

.56 

.10 

Elk 

6.47 

4.70 

.52 

.20 

.96 

.07 

.02 

Er  i e 

6.49 

3.77 

.41 

1 .00 

.68 

.63 

Faye  tte 

6.22 

4.25 

.52 

.44 

.78 

.21 

.02 

Forest 

6.47 

4.66 

.49 

.26 

.94 

. 10 

.02 

Frank  1 in 

5.71 

3.89 

.49 

.33 

.90 

.08 

.02 

Fu 1 ton 

4.38 

3.25 

.09 

... 

1 .01 

.03 



Greene 

6.11 

4 . 60 

.41 

. 17 

.86 

.07 

Hunt ingdon 

5.63 

4.00 

.40 

.17 

.87 

.14 

.05 

Ind  i ana 

6.41 

4.52 

.33 

.37 

.96 

, 16 

.07 

Jefferson 

5.98 

4.30 

.29 

.32 

.91 

.09 

.07 

Jun i ata 

6.27 

4.50 

.35 

. 32 

.92 

,04 

.05 

Lackawanna 

6.78 

4.45 

.41 

.39 

.37 

,66 

_ * 

Lancaster 

6. 13 

3.88 

.38 

.69 

.73 

.45 

__ 

Lawrence 

6.95 

4.  18 

.41 

• f 

.72 

.95 

,12 

Lebanon 

6.31 

4.01 

.52 

.63 

.94 

.16 

.05 

Lehigh 

7.71 

4.49 

.50 

1.27 

.81 

.64 

Luzerne 

7.32 

4.66 

• 50 

.55 

1 .02 

.54 

.05 

Lycoming 

6.58 

3.91 

. 55 

.32 

.87 

.39 

.04 

McKean 

6.00 

4.38 

.39 

.32 

.67 

.24 

mmmm 

Mercer 

6.35 

4.43 

.35 

.50 

.85 

.61 

. 1 1 

Mi ff 1 in 

6.36 

4.67 

.61 

.60 

.86 

.08 

.04 

Monroe 

6.36 

4.78 

.40 

.51 

.37 

.30 

Montgomery 

7.48 

4.75 

.71 

.88 

.90 

.21 

.03 

Montour 

5.96 

3.89 

.38 

.79 

.61 

.15 

. 14 

Northampton 

7.62 

4.35 

.58 

1.20 

.74 

.75 

Northumber 1 and 

7.10 

4.61 

.59 

.38 

1.04 

.30 

.18 

Perry 

5.37 

3.92 

.36 

.25 

.77 

. 06 

.01 

Phi  1 ade 1 ph i a 

7.61 

— 

— 

•m  M 

Pike 

6.62 

4.69 

.45 

.58 

,80 

. 10 



Potter 

5.52 

4. 1 1 

.39 

.20 

.82 

* ~ 

Schuy 1 k i 1 1 
_Snyder 

6,58 
6. 17 

4.28 

4.04 

.54 

.47 

.22 

.43 

.63 
1 .07 

.80 
. 1 0 

. 1 1 
.06 

Somerset 
Su i 1 i van 

5.99 
6. 13 

4.29 

4.24 

.46 

.32 

.20 
. 10 

.89 
1 .29 

. 15 
1 

Susquehanna 

7.08 

4.66 

.37 

.56 

1.13 

T i oga 

5.97 

4.35 

.24 

.14 

1 .20 

. 04 

Un  i on 

6.82 

4.47 

.52 

.77 

.84 

.18 

.04 

7 . 45 

4.73 

.57 

.57 

.09 

Warren 

6.67 

4.74 

.44 

.44 

.76 

^ 1 

. 1 J 

Wash i ngton 

5.80 

4.  16 

.38 

.25 

.77 

■ (.  i 

. 'Jc 

Wayne 

7.35 

4.88 

.i*9 

. 59 

1,17 

♦ U 

Wostniore  1 and 

6.22 

4.31 

.40 

.'(0 

.76 

,31 

.04 

York 

6.82 

6.14 

4.37 

>(.04 

.39 

.44 

.75 
• 57 

1 .07 
.86 

.24 

.23 

TOTALS:-. 

Excluding  AM  egheny 
and  Pii  i 1 ado  I ph  i a 

A I I ogheny  and 
Phi  I a Je  I phi  a 


..69 


7,61 


4.34 


.h6 


.38 


.83 


.44 


.04 


Brand  Total 


♦ Excludes  expenditures  under  the  Medical 
Federal  Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 


Program  and  th..  value  and  cost  of  transportati 


on  and  distribution  of 
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AVERAGE  WEEKLY  EXPEUDITURLS  PER  CASE  FOR  CASH  ARD  SINGLE  GR.  N T ITEMS* 


April,  1 936 


Average  Weekly 

Expend 

i tures  Per 

Case  - 4 '.'-eekE  Ending 

Apr  i 1 25 

Al  1 

■Single 

PubI  ic 

County  Gran 

t 1 t'-^ms 

Food 

Milk 

Fuel 

C 1 0 1‘'.  i ng 

Ron  t 

U t i 1 i * i • s 

Adams  $ 

6.31 

4 4 , 63  $ 

.53 

$ .13 

$ .90  $ 

.10 

$ .02 

A 1 1 egtiony 

7.50 

— 

— 

— 

-- 

— 

Armstrong 

6.09 

4.47 

.33 

.20 

.^7 

.06 

.06 

3e  aver 

6.8  b 

4.30 

.52 

.63 

.74 

.5z 

. 1 3 

3o df or d 

5.38 

3.89 

.34 

.07 

1 .02 

.05 

.01 

BerLs 

6.94 

4.44 

.43 

.51 

.79 

.58 

.14 

Blair 

5.82 

4.23 

.40 

.25 

.53 

.38 

.03 

Bradford 

5.87 

4.05 

.57 

.51 

.58 

. 



Bucks 

6.68 

4.56 

.52 

.61 

,81 

. 15 

.03 

But  1 er 

6.73 

4.64 

.51 

.32 

,34 

.33 

.09 

Cambr i a 

5.84 

4.17 

.36 

.17 

.71 

.42 

.01 

C aimer  on 

4.84 

3.75 

.14 

.05 

.82 

.08 



Carbon 

8.20 

4.89 

1.13 

.90 

1 .00 

.28 



Centre 

5.82 

4.27 

.46. 

.23 

.67 

. 1 4 

.05 

Chester 

6.29 

4.56 

• 48 

.35 

.75 

. 1 2 

.03 

Clarion 

6.36 

4.67 

.52 

.25 

.69 

.20 

.05 

C 1 earf ie 1 d 

6.40 

4.48 

.47 

.38 

.59 

.4C 

.08 

Clin  ton 

5.59 

3.81 

.42 

.41 

. 68 

.21 

. 06 

Columbia 

6.  19 

4.15 

.53 

.45 

.74 

.22 

.10 

Crawford 

5.51 

3.83 

.24 

.32 

.98 

.14 



Cumber  1 and 

5.76 

4.24 

.32 

.37 

.73 

.10 

.02 

Dauphin 

6 . 1 3 

4.21 

.41 

.46 

.62 

.38 

.05 

De 1 aware 

6.99 

4.39 

.53 

.57 

.89 

.49 

.12 

Elk 

6.42 

4.65 

.59 

.10 

.95 

. 1 1 

.0? 

Zr  i e 

6.  1 3 

3.71 

.39 

.82 

.67 

.54 

Fayette 

6.34 

4.43 

.55 

.-4 

. 80 

.20 

.02 

Forest 

6.25 

4.66 

.36 

.24 

.89 

.08 

.02 

Frank  1 in 

5.51 

3.88 

.43 

.25 

.88 

.05 

.02 

Fu 1 ton 

4.54 

3.40 

. 1 2 

1.00 

.02 

Greene 

6.25 

4.63 

.39 

.19 

.97 

.06 

.01 

Huntingdon 

5.62 

3.98 

.46 

.15 

.85 

.12 

.06 

Indiana 

6.42 

4.59 

.37 

.30 

.93 

.16 

.07 

Jefferson 

6.15 

4.46 

• 35 

.27 

.^3 

.07 

.07 

Jun i ata 

6.08 

4.55 

.39 

.15 

.90 

.05 

.04 

Lackawanna 

6.3'T 

4.56 

.49 

.30 

.91 

.63 

— 

Lancaster 

5.73 

3.7C 

• 35 

.42 

.70 

.47 



Lawrence 

6.98 

4.28 

.47 

.54 

.67 

.90 

. 1 2 

Lebanon 

6.40 

4.lh 

.68 

.70 

.60 

.19 

.05 

Lehigh 

7.43 

4.45 

.55 

1 .00 

.84 

.59 



Lu  zerne 

7. 42 

4.90 

.62 

.45 

.'■>9 

.47 

.05 

Lycom i ng 

6. 1' 

3.96 

.46 

• 75 

.07 

.33 

.03 

McKean 

5.39 

4.35 

.31 

. 3 ! 

.71 

.21 



Mercer 

6.65 

4.34 

.41 

.45 

.77 

.56 

.12 

Mi f f 1 in 

0.10 

5.23 

1 .01 

.78 

.96 

.04 

.03 

Monroe 

6 , 1 4 

4.76 

.40 

.23 

.45 

.30 

-- 

Montgomery 

7.00 

4.65 

.69 

.55 

.02 

.26 

.03 

Montour 

6.46 

4.12 

.50 

.81 

.77 

. 15 

. 1 1 

Northampton 

7.05 

4.25 

.54 

.82 

.70 

,74 

— _ 

Northumber 1 and 

7.22 

4.71 

.62 

.33 

1 . 10 

.27 

. 19 

Perry 

5.55 

3.87 

.45 

.43 

.76 

.03 

.01 

Phi  1 aiJe  1 ph  i a 

7.70 

— 

— 

— 





^ _ 

P i ke 

6.22 

4.76 

.42 

• 1 6 

.02 

.06 

Potter 

5.48 

4.19 

• 32 

. 17 

,80 

_ _ 

_ __ 

Schuy 1 k i 1 1 

6.30 

4.32 

• 52 

. 17 

.40 

.05 

. 1 '5 

Snyder 

6. 17 

4.00 

.46 

.53 

1 .04 

.08 

. 06 

Somerset 

C.  15 

4.45 

• I 

.07 

. 17 



Su 1 1 i van 

&.4fa 

4.49 

.38 

. 14 

1 .36 

.09 

__  ^ 

Susquehanna 

7.31 

4.74 

.56 

.56 

1 . 1 1 

.34 

^ _ 

Tioga 

5.43 

4.26 

.24 

.04 

.84 

.05 

_ _ 

L)n  i on 

6.3C 

4.37 

.44 

.60 

.80 

• 1 3 

.04 

Venango 

7.22 

4.71 

.57 

.49 

.50 

. 1 ’ 

Warren 

6.71 

4.87 

.39 

. 38 

.17 

.10 

Wash ington 

5.77 

4.17 

.4j 

.20 

-7  r. 

* i j 

.22 

.0- 

Wayne 

6,76 

4.75 

.40 

.53 

1.16 

. 1 2 



We  stiiiore  1 and 

6.07 

4.33 

.42 

.28 

.73 

.27 

,04 

Wyom i ng 

6.36 

4.54 

.47 

.59 

1 .04 

.22 

__  __ 

York 

5.73 

3.99 

.40 

.30 

.34 

.22 

— 

TOTALS;-- 

Excluding  Allegheny 
and  Philadelphia 

6.59 

4.40 

.49 

.4:; 

.:^l 

.41 

.05 

A 1 1 egheny  and 
Phi  1 ade 1 ph i a 

7. -53 

Grand  Total 

7.15 

* Excludes  expend!  hures  under  the  Medical  Program  and  the  value  and  cost  of  transpor ta t i on  and  distribution  of 
Federal  Surplus  Relief  Commodities. 
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COnr.IOIT,E.\lTH  OF  PnFI.TrTVAIIlA 
STATE  aiZRGEIICY  RELIEF  .-\I)!''IEISTF.ATIC!J 
Division  OF  RESEARCH  AIID  STATISIICS 
HARRISBURG 


Monthly  Report  on 
Relief  Expenditures 

Per  Person  and  Per  Case  May  and  June,  193G 


AI^tAGE  F’EHaY  EXPEIDITLTtES  PER  PERSCM  AID  PER  C..3E 


PERSONS 


The  average  weekly  ejcpenditure  per  person  for  direct  relief  in  the  63  counties 
in  which  relief  is  distributed  on  a cornmodity  order  basis  and  the  average  weekly 
expenditure  per  person  for  direct  relief  in  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia  counties  v/ere 
larger  in  June  than  in  the  preceding  month.  The  increases,  however,  were  relatively 
small  (see  Table  1). 

In  June  average  weekly  expenditures  per  person  incr-. ased  in  44  counties  and 
decreased  in  21.  No  change  occurred  in  Lehigh  and  Uayne  counties.  On  the  whole, 
the  increases  and  decreases  in  the  county  averages  were  not  large.  The  largest 
increase  ($.33)  occurred  in  Perry  County  ard  the  largest  decrease  (8.36)  occurred  in 
Elk  County. 

The  individual  county  averages  per  person,  when  listed  in  order  of  amount, 
ranged,  in  May,  from^  $1.14  in  Fulton  County  to  $2.71  in  Philadelphia  County,  with  a 
median  expenditure  of  $1.67.  In  June  the  range  was  from  $1.24  in  Fulton  County  to 
$2.70  in  Philadelphia  County,  with  a median  figm’e  of  $1.66. 

The  wide  variations  betv/een  tho  individual  county  averages  may  be  attributed  in 
a large  measure  to  the  size  and  composition  of  relief  cases  in  the  various  counties, 
and  to  the  amount  of  grants  c/hich  are  allowed  by  certain  counties  for  individual 
items  of  relief. 


The  following  tabulation  shows  the  range  in  average  vzeekly  expenditures  per 
person  within  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranges  within 
which  the  17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 


Average  Yeekly  Expenditures  Per  Person 


Number  of  Counties 


May 


June 


17 

33 

17 


$1.14  - $1.52 
$1.54  - $1.77 
$1.78  - $2.71 


$1.24  - $1.56 
$1.58  - $1.79 
$1.81  - $2.70 


The  average  rjumber  of  persons  per  case  for  the  State  as  a whole  was  sm^aller  in 
June  than  in  May.  Ttie  decrease  in  the  average  for  Allegheny  and  Philadelphia 
counties  was  considerably  smaller  than  the  decrease  in  the  average  for  the  remaining 
65  counties  of  the  State.  In  45  of  the  67  counties  the  average  number  of  persons 
per  case  decreased  in  June-. 


The  average  niumbor  of  persons  per  case  varied  considerably  among  the  individual 
counties.  In  May  the  averages  ranged  from  2.89  in  Philadelphi-i  Coiinty  to  4.69  in 
Adams  County.  The  June  averages  ranged  from  2.86  in  both  Philadelphia  and  Ei'ie 
counties  to  5.10  in  Sullivan  County.  The  median  figures  for  May  and  June  Were  3.84 
and  3.81  resp:jctively. 


IJ.B.  Previous  reports  on  relief  expenditures  per  person  and  per  case  included 
expenditures  for  single  grant  items  in  the  65  counties  in  which  relief  is  distribut- 
ed on  a commodity  order  basis  and  expenditures  for  cash  relief  in  ^Alegheny  and 
Philadelphia  counties.  Tne  averages  -were  based  on  the  four-week  period  most 
representative  of  the  month.  The  present  report  includes  expenditures  for  all  types 
of  direct  relief.  The  averages  are  based  on  calendar  month  figures.  Tlie  latter 
method  of  calculation  will  be  used  in  connection  with  future  reports. 


STATE  LIBPARY  0?  PEMSYLVAHIA 
0OCUME.NTS  SECTION 


The  following  tahulntion  shews  the,  range  in  average  number  of  persons  per  case 
?;ithin  which  the  middle  33  counties  fall,  together  with  the  ranges  within  -which  the 
17  counties  on  each  of  the  extremes  of  the  distribution  fall. 

Average  IJamber  of  Persons  per  Case 


Number  of  Counties 


Hay 


. une 


17 

33 

17 


2.89  - 3.61 
3.64  - 4.06 
4.07  - 4.89 


2.88 

3.49 

4.06 


3.43 

4.05 

5.10 


There  was  a high  degree  of  similarity  botv/cen  the  county  rt.nkings  in  the 
periods  under  consideration. 


In  accordance  with  the  procedure  for  determining  budget  needs,  those  counties 
v/hich  have  a small  number  of  persons  per  case  should  h-ave  large  average  w;eekly 
expenditures  per  person,  whereas  those  counties  which  have  a large  n’ornber  of  persons 
per  case  should  have  small  average  weekly  expenditures  per  person,  lui  analysis  of 
the  association  between  average  number  of  persons  per  case  and  average  weekly 
expenditures  per  person  in  May  and  June  revealed  that,  in  general,  this  sort  of 
rel'-itionship  existed. 

In  May,  of  the  1'^  counties  falling  within  the  lowest  range  of  2.89  - 3.61 
persons  per  case,  9 are  among  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  highest  range  of 

expenditures  per  person  (^51.76  - $2.71).  Six  of  the  remaining  8 counties  fall  above 

the  median  expenditure  ($1.67).  Dauphin  County  falls  below  the  mt.'dian  expenditure, 
while  Cameron  County  falls  ‘,;ithin  the  lowest  r-inge  of  expenditures  per  person. 

Of  the  17  counties  falling  'within  the  highest  range  of  4.07  - 4.89  persons  per 
case,  6 are  among  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  lo'west  range  of  expenditures 
per  person  ($1.14  - $1.52).  Of  the  remaining  11  c..unties,  2 fall  at  the  rvodian 
expenditure  and  6 fall  below  the  median  expenditure.  Indiana  and  Jefferson  counties 
fall  above  the  median  expenditure,  while  Luserne  County  falls  jithin  the  highest 
range  of  expenditures  per  person. 

In  June,  of  the  17  counties  foilling  v/ithin  the  lcv;est  range  of  2.88  - 3.w3 
persons  per  case,  9 car^  among  the  17  ccunties  falling  within  the  highest  range  of 

exp'onditures  per  person  ($1.81  - $2.70).  Of  tlic  remaining  8 ccunties,  1 falls  at 

the  median  expenditure  ($1.66)  and  7 fall  above  the  median  expenditure. 

Of  the  17  counties  falling  v;ithin  the  highest  r-arLge  of  4.06  - 5.10  persons  per 
case,  10  are  arriong  the  17  counties  falling  within  the  lowest  range  of  expenditures 
per  person  ($1.24  - $1.56).  Four  of  the  remaining  7 counties  fall  below  the  median 
expenditure.  .Tuni.wta  and  Carbon  counties  fall  above  the  median  expenditure,  while 
Ferest  County  falls  within  the  highest  rorige  of  expenditures  per  person. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  inverse  rel=‘-tionship  bet./een  avero.ge  number  cf  persons 
per  case  ';nd  average  weekly  expenditures  per  person  -was  mere  pronounced  in  June  than 
in  May, 


CASES 


The  average  weekly  expenditure  per  case  for  direct  relief  in  Allegheny  and 
Philo'.delphia  counties  and  the  average  weekly  expenditure  per  case  f.r  direct  relief 
in  the  remaining  65  counties  of  the  State  '7ere  lcv;er  in  Juno  than  in  the  prec-diiig 
month.  TSie  decrease  in  the  average  f -r  JJLlegheny  and  Philadelphia  countifjs  was  not 
as  large  ,as  the  decrease  in  the  average  f,rr  the  remaining  65  counties  of  the  State 
(see  Tables  2 and  3). 

Tlie  average  expenditure  per  case  f:r  ford,  milk,  fuel,  and  medical  care 
decreased  in  June,  while  the  average  exponditurc  per  case  f'  r clothing,  rent,  and 
public  utilities  increased.  Most  significant  of  the  changes  in  size  cf  average 
expenditures  f r the  individual  items  of  relief  were  thse  for  food  and  clothirg. 

In  June  the  average  weekly  expenditure  per  case  f r food  decreased  $.14  and  the 
average  weekly  expendit’ure  per  case  f.r  clothing  increased  $.12. 
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In  June  nvorage  'jockly  expenditures  per  case  decreased  in  34  count ios  end 
increased  in  33.  Average  uoekly  expenditure's  decreased  by  ri-re  than  Ol»00  in  Elk 
and  Jefforsen  counties.  Increases  v.f  n'^ro  than  t'l*00  occurred  in  Perry  and 
Sullivan  c.unties. 

The  individual  c -unty  averages  per  case,  v/hen  listed  in  order  of  an.  unt , 
r:-.nged,  in  May,  fr-rn  ^5.08  in  Perry  C-unty  t"  07.64  in  Philadelphia  Cnunty,  vith  a 
nodian  figure  .f  Ir.  June  the  ranf.a  uas  fr-^n  .;;5.21  in  Y'ork  Cvunty  to  .:^S.37 

in  Sullivan  County,  with  a median  figure  -f  0^.31. 

The  f:ll;v;ing  tabulation  shews  the  range  in  average  V7eekly  expenditures  per 
case  v.'ithin  v/liich  the  middle  33  c unties  fall,  together  with  the  r:.nges  \/ithin 
which  the  17  counties  on  er.ch  of  the  cxtr'.mes  of  the  distributi..n  fall. 

,>xVer.Lgc  weekly  Expenditures  Per  Case 


Number  of  Counties 

May 

June 

17 

;jp5.03  - :o5.89 

05.21  - 0;5.94 

33 

^^5.91  - 06.61 

J5.93  - p6.67 

17 

06.82  - 67.84 

;6.72  - .;8.37 

In  general,  average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  f’^r  the  various  types  of 
relief  v;oro  small  in  c.unties  in  which  the  tolal  expenditure  per  c-’.se  for  all  types 
:f  relief  was  small,  uhr.roas  cave-rage  weekly  expenditures  per  c;\se  fer  the  various 
types  of  relief  were  larger  in  the  counties  in  which  the  total  expenditure  per  case 
for  all  types  of  relief  was  larger. 

Average  weekly  expenditures  per  case  and  per  person  for  direct  relief,  by  type, 
in  c -Unties  other  tir^.n  Allegheny  and  Philadelp.hia,  by  m-nths,  for  the  14-m'nth 
peri'jd,  May  1935  - Juno  1936,  are  shown  in  Chart  1.  Average  weekly  expenditures  per 
c.ase  •'.nd  per  person  f r direct  relief  in  ChLlegheny  .and  Philadelphia  counties,  by 
months,  for  the  l4-m.?nth  period.  May  1935  - June  1936,  are  shown  in  Chart  2. 
Expenditures  under  the  Thrift  Carden  program  'vhich  voas  r^perated  during  the  summer  of 
1935  are  not  included  in  those  charts. 
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AV':r<rtGE  NUMSEH  OF  PEHSOliS  P£f<  CASr.  AVEPAGt  ..’EEKLY 
EXPENDITURES  PER  CASE  AND  PER  PERSON  FOR  DliiLCT  RrUlEF 


Average  Humber 

Average 

Vaekly 

A 7 or -TO 

■eokly 

Persons  per 

Case 

Expend i cure 

s per  Case 

Excrr.d  i tures 

p.  r f ..-rson 

County 

May 

June 

May 

Jutie 

.'•ay 

Adorns 

k.39 

4.37 

$ 6.29 

$ e.74 

y 1.2? 

$ 1 . 

A 1 i eghen  / 

3.32 

3.23 

1 

' . 67 

2.32 

,7 

Arras  trong 

3.98 

3.91 

6.40 

6.51 

1 .65 

1 . 'A 

Beavor 

3.3f 

3.27 

6,  50 

".40 

1 .95 

1 . 

Bedford 

L.30 

4.38 

C.02 

6 • j>7 

1 ,40 

* , ■ 

Berks 

3.26 

3.12 

6.39 

1 .96 

...O': 

Blair 

3.81 

3.^8 

6.40 

5. 42 

1 .63 

1 . 

Bradford 

k . 06 

4.31 

5.89 

5. to 

1 .45 

ir. 

Br’oks 

3.65 

3.66 

6.45 

6.23 

1 .77 

: . 72 

Butler 

3.86 

3.86 

6.70 

C.60 

1 .73 

: .71 

Cambr i 5 

3.79 

3.89 

5.34 

6.40 

1 ,67 

1 . :s 

Cameron 

3.36 

3.42 

5.09 

5.68 

1 ,51 

f . . 

Carbon 

4.60 

4.39 

7,67 

-.74 

1 . 67 

i . 

Centre 

4. 03 

3.89 

6.12 

6.02 

1 .52 

1 . 55 

Chester 

3.84 

3.80 

6.32 

6,  1 1 

1 .65 

1 . '1 

C 1 ar i on 

4.  IS 

3.98 

6.49 

'^.54 

1 . 55 

1 .<4 

C 1 earf i e 1 d 

4.2S 

4.25 

6 . 57 

5.62 

1.54 

1 .56 

C 1 inton 

3.77 

3.38 

;.34 

6.31 

1 .63 

Co  1 umb i a 

3.95 

4.08 

C , 

6.  50 

1 .61 

i .59 

Crawford 

3.64 

3.63 

S . 30 

5.42 

1 .47 

I .49 

Cumber  1 and 

3.3: 

L.05 

O • Ox 

5.87 

1 .4  7 

1.45 

Oauph in 

3.45 

3.37 

5.56 

5 . 75 

1 .62 

! .f| 

De 1 aware 

3.59 

3.77 

6.77 

6.8! 

1 .83 

i 

Elk 

3.96 

3.53 

7.70 

5.57 

1 .94 

1.53 

Erie 

3.02 

2.6S 

5,’!5 

5.84 

1 .8  1 

2.03 

Fayette 

3.57 

5.19 

6.16 

5.72 

1 .72 

! .79 

Forest 

4.24 

4.27 

C.B7 

1 .62 

! .82 

Frank  1 in 

4.06 

4.  i 1 

5.83 

5. "4 

1 .44 

1 .45 

Fulton 

4.55 

4.54 

•5.20 

5.  "3 

1.14 

! .24 

Greene 

3.31 

3.49 

6.05 

5.79 

1 .59 

1 . 66 

Hun  t i ngdon 

3.71 

3.92 

5.36 

S.5I 

1 .56 

1 .'66 

Indiana 

4.07 

3.95 

6.35 

‘5 . 67 

1 .60 

1 . '9 

Jefferson 

M . I 3 

3.92 

7.22 

5 . 06 

1 .75 

I . 55 

Juniata 

4.06 

4.21 

6.61 

7.20 

1 .63 

1 ."^l 

Lackawann  a 

3.64 

C 

^ % £. 

G.69 

6.35 

1 .84 

i . 36 

Lancaster 

3.25 

3.10 

5.46 

A.  32 

1 .69 

Lawrence 

3.25 

3.19 

6.96 

6. Cl 

2.14 

2.17 

Lebanon 

4.00 

4.01 

5.83 

6. •’5 

1 .46 

1 .56 

Leh  i gFi 

3.30 

5.71 

7.13 

6.97 

I .85 

1 .68 

Luzerne 

4.21 

3.94 

7.4? 

7.42 

1 . 7u 

1 .38 

Lycoming 

3.43 

3.27 

6.10 

5.79 

1 .78 

1.77 

McKean 

3.57 

3.50 

G.  05 

5.0G 

1 ,69 

1 . -73 

Mercer 

3.45 

3.34 

6.01 

6.52 

1 .97 

1 .05 

M i f f 1 in 

4.35 

4,02 

7.26 

7.04 

1 .67 

1 .75 

Monroe 

4.03 

4.12 

6,05 

C.49 

1 .50 

1 . 58 

Montgomery 

4.25 

4.16 

<5^30 

6.73 

1 .60 

i .63 

Montour 

3.72 

3.43 

5.8C 

5.93 

1.56 

1.74 

Northampton 

3.77 

3.GI 

6.30 

6.53 

1 , '2 

1 .39 

Northumber 1 and 

3.36 

3.75 

7.14 

7.41 

1 .35 

1 ,93 

Perry 

4.35 

4.33 

5.05 

6.49 

1.17 

1 .50 

Phi  1 ade i ph i a 

2.39 

2. So 

7,u4 

7.70 

2.71 

2.70 

P i ke 

3.36 

3.G7 

5.50 

'■,04 

1 .45 

1 . .5 

Po  cte.r 

4.17 

4.06 

6.10 

5.77 

1 .4-' 

I .42 

Scnuy 1 k i 1 1 

3.37 

3.05 

5.59 

6.17 

1 .95 

2.02 

Sn  yder 

0*75 

3.0  1 

6, 1 1 

c . z5 

1 .53 

1 .■'4 

Somerset 

4.  16 

4.16 

6.58 

6.05 

1 .58 

1 .hS 

Sul  1 i van 

4.31 

5.10 

6.39 

8.37 

1 .40 

1 ,-'4 

Susquehanna 

4.26 

3.90 

6.96 

7.24 

1 . 3 

i ,82 

Tioga 

3.70 

3.77 

5.52 

5.90 

1 .49 

! .56 

Un  i on 

'-*.01 

4.2S 

5.91 

6.  !5 

1 .47 

1 .L4 

Venango 

3.73 

3.72 

6.07 

6.72 

1 .84 

1,31 

Warren 

4.06 

4.04 

6.37 

6.19 

1 .6'? 

1 . 53 

Washington 

3.19 

3. 1 1 

5.55 

5.57 

1 .7’; 

1 .-9 

W a yn  e 

3.99 

3.74 

6.47 

6.06 

1 .62 

1 . 2 

Westmore  1 an  d 

3.61 

3.50 

6.27 

6.14 

1 .7U 

i .75 

Wyom  i n g 

3.34 

3.31 

6.46 

6.1? 

1 .60 

1 .':'2 

York 

3.  i:^ 

3.04 

5.52 

5.21 

1 .74 

1 .7| 

TOTALS:.. 

Excluding  Allegheny 
and  Philadelphia 

3.72 

3.53 

6 . 45 

1 .7_ 

' .60 

A 1 1 echeny  and 
Phi  1 r, de  1 ph  i a 

3.04 

2.99 

7.79 

7.74 

2.5'' 

2.A9 

Grand  Total 

3.37 

3.29 

7.10 

7.0? 

2.1" 

lb 
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TABLE  2 


AVEI^AGE 

WEEKLY 

EXPENDITURES  PER  CASE 
May,  1936 

FOR  DIRECT  RELIEF,  BY 

TYPE 

Al  1 

1 T y P'5  s 

P'jU  I i c Med  i ca  I 

County 

of 

Relief 

Food 

Mill.  Fuel 

C 1 0 1 il  ( Rent 

Utilities  Z-rc 

C £ s h 

Adams 

$ 6.25 

$ 4.66 

$ .34 

i;'  *00 

• . '■■c 

$ .11 

$ .03 

* .11 

A 

A ! I ogl'ien  y 

7.7I 

-- 

— 

— 

-- 

-- 

-- 

.22 

7.49 

Armstrong 

6.40 

4. 48 

.40 

.13 

1 .18 

.06 

.05 

. 10 

Beaver 

6.50 

4. 13 

.46 

.26 

.30 

.55 

. 1 2 

. 10 

Bedf  or d 

6.  CO. 

4.41 

.34 

. 07 

.<61 

. 1 1 

.01 

. 1 1 

Berks 

6.39 

4. 1 3 

.45 

.16 

.65 

.55 

.14 

. 1 1 

Blair 

6.40 

4.24 

.55 

. 1 1 

.65 

.35 

.02 

.44 

Bradford 

5.39 

4. 1 2 

.32 

.03 

.67 

.39 

.36 

Bucks 

6.45 

4.47 

.44 

.94 

.15 

.03 

. 1 3 

Butler 

6.70 

4.40 

.4- 

.24 

.36 

.45 

.05 

. I4 

Camhr i a 

6.34 

4.46 

.35 

.07 

.77 

.41 

.01 

.27 

Cameron 

5.09 

3.GI 

.15 

. .02 

.67 

.12 

— 

.32 

Carbon 

7.67 

5.03 

.69 

.40 

1.19 

.32 

-- 

.04 

Centre 

6.  I2 

4.24 

.34 

.10 

.91 

.13 

.05 

.35 

C.b  ester 

5.32 

4.39 

.45 

.24 

.84 

.14 

.04 

.22 

Clarion 

6.49 

4.60 

.39 

.20 

.83 

.10 

.04 

. 17 

C I .sarf  i e I d 

6.57 

4.45 

.44 

.13 

.04 

.41 

.03 

.22 

C I i !i  ton 

6.34 

4.24 

.50 

.21 

.91 

.13 

. 06 

.23 

Co  I umb i a 

6'.  34 

4.40 

.47 

.09 

.06 

.31 

. 10 

. 1 ! 

Cr  a.vford 

5.36 

3.86 

.22 

.13 

.97 

.12 

.05 

Cumber  I 'nd 

5.62 

4.25 

.33 

.10 

.60 

.14 

.03 

.14 

Dauph i n 

5 . 5J 

4. 13 

.37 

.10 

.57 

.36 

. 05 

-- 

Be  I aware 

6.77 

4.36 

.56 

.20 

.76 

.64 

.15 

.10 

Elk 

7.70 

5.26 

.52 

.06 

.99 

.12 

.01 

.74 

Erie 

5.4A 

3.C3 

.35 

.20 

.69 

.52 

— 

.09 

Fayette 

6. 1 6 

4.35 

.51 

.13 

.79 

.20 

.02 

.07 

Forest 

6.87 

4,:-0 

. 45 

. 1 1 

1.17 

.03 

.03 

.23 

Frank  I in 

5.83 

4.05 

.35 

.14 

.94 

. 1 2 

.02 

.17 

Fu  I ton 

5.20 

3.67 

.08 

— 

1 .30 

.03 

. 12 

Greene 

6.05 

4.45 

.27 

. 1 1 

1 .00 

. 1 1 

— 

. 1 1 

Hunt ingdon 

5.86 

4.05 

.36 

.07 

.90 

.16 

.04 

.28 

I n d i an  a 

6.35 

4.55 

.30 

.21 

1 .30 

.13 

.20 

Jefferson 

7.22 

*i  • o2 

.44 

.15 

1.54 

.08 

.06 

.13 

Jun  i ata 

6.6I 

4.59 

.23 

.10 

1.58 

.03 

.06 

.02 

Lackawanna 

6.65 

4.5 

.43 

.14 

.96 

.51 

— 

. 14 

Lancaster 

5.43 

A.  82 

.34 

.08 

. 66 

.51 

-- 

.07 

Lav/rence 

6.96 

4. 3 1 

.33 

.24 

.77 

1.13 

.09 

.09 

Lebanon 

5.03 

4. 17 

.51 

.20 

.62 

.26 

.07 



Lehigh 

7. 1 3 

4.3I 

.55 

.31 

.91 

.73 



.03 

Luzerne 

7.49 

5.0I 

.50 

. 30 

t .08 

.41 

.05 

.06 

Lycom i no 

6.  lO 

4.03 

.43 

.16 

.77 

.29 

.04 

.33 

McKean 

6.05 

4.4I 

.37 

• i 0 

.90 

.20 

_ _ 

.07 

Mercer 

6.8I 

4.32 

.28 

.23 

. G6 

.79 

. 10 

.23 

Miff!  in 

7.28 

5. 1 I 

.49 

.23 

1 .24 

.07 

.09 

.05 

Monroe 

6.05 

4.73 

.32 

.07 

.51 

.33 

_ _ 

.09 

Montgomery 

6.82 

06 

.73 

.12 

1 .00 

.17 

.04 

.10 

Hon  tour 

5.00 

4.2I 

.25 

. 1 6 

.83 

.12 

.00 

.15 

Northampton 

6.88 

4.3C 

.50 

.32 

.30 

.78 

..  - 

.10 

Northumber I and 

7. 14 

4.73 

.59 

.09 

1.12 

.33 

.2  1 

.07 

Perry 

5.08 

4.05 

.34 

.04 

.63 

.0! 

.0  1 

Phi  I ade I ph i a 

7.04 

— 

-- 

-- 

.10 

7.74 

Pike 

5.53 

4.49 

.21 

.OC 

.63 

.03 



. 1 1 

Potter 

6.  IC 

4.45 

.27 

.06 

1.29 

~ - 





Schuy  I !<  i I I 

6.59 

4.2I 

.55 

.04 

.79 

.75 

. 1 1 

.14 

Sn  yder 

6.  I I 

4. 1 I 

.43 

.10 

1.14 

.15 

r 

• 'J  s. 

.12 

Somerset 

6.50 

4.52 

.77 

.00 

.92 

.12 

M — 

.17 

Su I I i van 

6.39 

4.81 

.21 

. 85 

1 .08 

.19 

__  _ 

.05 

Susquehanna 

6.96 

4.83 

.23 

.23 

.97 

.53 

.17 

Tioga 

5.52 

4.C8 

.25 

.06 

.92 

.17 

.01 

.03 

Un  i on 

5.9I 

4.45 

.32 

.02 

.85 

.16 

.04 

.07 

Ven-ango 

6.87 

4.53 

.55 

.25 

.80 

.41 

.12 

.21 

Warren 

6.87 

4.57 

.31 

.15 

.96 

.25 

• Ob 

.55 

Wash i n gton 

5.55 

3.99 

.34 

.10 

.73 

.23 

.03 

.08 

Wayne 

6.47 

4.62 

.R| 

.21 

.95 

. 16 

__ 

. 1 2 

Wes  tmor e I and 

6.27 

l'.3l 

.42 

.15 

• u5 

.36 

.05 

.12 

Wyoming 

6.46 

4.42 

.29 

.21 

1 .06 

.27 

.21 

York 

5.53 

3.72 

.34 

.16 

.07 

.25 

.19 

TOTALS;-- 

Excluding  Allegheny 
and  Phil  '’.d'- 1 ph  i a 

6.54 

4.41 

.46 

• ! G 

.39 

.42 

.05 

..  1 3 

A I I eg! ' .-ny  and 
Phil  ad^j  I ph  i a 

7.79 

-- 





. 14 

7.65 

Grand  Total 

7.  lO 
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TABLE  3 


AVEKAGE  WEEKLY  EXPENDITURES  PER  CASE  FOR  DlRECl  RELIEF,  3Y  TYPE 

June,  1936 


A 1 1 Types 

Puo 

lie  Medical 

County 

of  Re  1 i ef 

Food 

1,1  i 1 k 

Fue  1 

Clothing 

Rent 

Ut  i 1 

i t i c s Car  o 

C:.ih 

Adams 

$ 6.74 

1 4.70 

$ .39 

$ .14 

$ I . 28 

$ .07 

$ .02 

■ .14 

A 

C' 

A 1 1 eghony 

7.67 

— 

— 

— 

— 

— 

.13 

7.54 

Armstrong 

6.  SI 

4.58 

.29 

.12 

1.27 

.07 

. 5 

.13 

Beaver 

fj.40 

4.05 

.37 

.20 

1 .03 

.55 

. 1 1 

.09 

Bedford 

C.37 

4.3? 

.32 

.07 

1 .36 

. 1 1 

.01 

.15 

Berks 

6.49 

3.95 

.44 

. 1 1 

.39 

.92 

. 1 3 

.7  5 

B 1 a i r 

J.42 

4.35 

.46 

.10 

1 .03 

.40 

.02 

.36 

Bradford 

5. GO 

4.05 

. 3r 

.05 

1 .05 

.27 

.02 

Bucks 

6.28 

4 . 3tf 

.47 

. 1 , 

1 . 02 

.21 

.07 

But  1 er 

6.60 

4.44 

.40 

.21 

.99 

.44 

.07 

.05 

Canbr i a 

6.40 

4.42 

.39 

.05 

1 .02 

.4'? 

.7'  1 

.09 

Cameron 

5.60 

4 . 29 

.21 

.02 

1 .05 

.01 

— 

.10 

Carbon 

7.74 

4.79 

.64 

■ .29 

1.12 

.39 

.26 

.25 

Cen  tre- 

6.02 

4. 19 

33 

.05 

1 .04 

. 19 

.05 

.17 

Ches  ter 

b.  1 1 

4.35 

.47 

.17 

.85 

. I4 

.03 

. 10 

Cl  ar i on 

6.54 

4.61 

.31 

. 1 3 

1 .00 

.21 

.03 

.17 

Clearfield 

C.G2 

4.44 

• 3G 

.06 

1.21 

.36 

,08 

. 1 1 

Clin  ton 

■■.31 

4.29 

.34 

. 12 

1 .20 

. 19 

.07 

.10 

Co  1 umb i n 

6 . 50 

4.61 

.44 

.12 

.09 

.31 

. 1 0 

.03 

Crawford 

5.42 

3.39 

.20 

.08 

1 .04 

.20 

— 

.01 

Cumber  1 an  d 

5.J7 

4.40 

.35 

.09 

.76 

. 12 

.02 

.13 

Dauph i n 

5.75 

4.05 

.29 

. 10 

P 0 
• 0 /. 

.35 

.06 

.08 

De I aware 

6.31 

4.-' 

.57 

.17 

> T 

.64 

. 1 2 

.08 

Elk 

5.57 

4.23 

.23 

.03 

.91 

.10 

.02 



Er  i e 

5.84 

3.56 

.31 

.15 

.7fc 

.97 



.719 

Fayette 

5.72 

3.97 

.37 

.17 

.94 

. n 

.02 

.07 

Forest 

7.76 

5.02 

.60 

. 15 

1 . 74 

. 1 1 

.03 

. i 1 

F r an  k 1 in 

5.94 

4.23 

.35 

. 12 

I . t| 

.09 

.01 

.13 

Fu 1 ton 

5.63 

3.67 

. or, 

— 

1 . 77 

.02 

— 

.09 

Greene 

5.79 

4.14 

.27 

. 1 1 

1 .05 

.10 

.01 

. 1 1 

Hun  t i ngdon 

6.51 

4.27 

.40 

.03 

1 .40 

.14 

.04 

.15 

Indiana 

6.67 

4.48 

.35 

.17 

1 .33 

.17 

.07 

.09 

Jefferson 

6.06 

4.36 

.26 

. 1 1 

1 . 08 

.10 

.05 

. 10 

Juniata 

7.20 

4.83 

.4,: 

. 1 1 

1 .45 

. 1 1 

.06 

.16 

Lackawanna 

6.35 

4.2G 

.41 

. 1 

.93 

.52 

.05 

Lancaster 

5.32 

3.56 

.32 

.06 

.70 

.56 

— 

.12 

Lawrence 

6.91 

4.13 

.42 

.23 

.97 

.96 

. 1 2 

.03 

Lebanon 

6.25 

4.2o 

.62 

4 i 9 

.75 

.30 

.07 

.06 

Leh i gh 

C.97 

4.33 

.6! 

.28 

.94 

.65 

.04 

.12 

Luzerne 

7.42 

4.82 

• 50 

.24 

1.17 

• 5o 

. 06 

.10 

Lycoming 

5.79 

3.91 

.49 

. 15 

.70 

.29 

.05 

.12 

McKean 

6.06 

4.30 

.30 

.08 

1.17 

.17 



.06 

Mercer 

6.52 

4.15 

.28 

. 18 

.94 

.60 

. 1 1 

.18 

M i f 1 1 i n 

7.04 

4.74 

.41 

• 23 

1.21 

I 3 

.10 

.20 

Monroe 

6.49 

4 * 

. 39 

.04 

.76 

.28 

.01 

.15 

itiontgomery 

6.70 

4. 48 

.70 

.09 

1 .06 

.27 

.05 

. 13 

Mon  tour 

5.93 

4.00 

.34 

.20 

.97 

.19 

.03 

.12 

Northampton 

6.03 

4.22 

.45 

.23 

.'19 

.75 

.06 

.13 

Nor  thuinber  1 and 

7.41 

4.60 

.60 

.07 

1 .44 

.29 

.25 

.10 

Perry 

6.49 

4.31 

.54 

.06 

1 .00 

. 13 

.01 

. . .44  .... 

Phi  1 adu 1 ph i a 

7. 78 

.06 

7.72 

Pike 

6.04 

4.32 

.15 

.06 

1 .03 

.22 

— — 

.26 

Potter 

5.77 

4.26 

.32 

.04 

1.15 





Schuy 1 k i 1 1 

6.  17 

3.09 

.34 

.03 

.97 

.30 

.09 

.05 

on  yder 

5.25 

4.IG 

.42 

.13 

1 .28 

,16 

.06 

. 04 

Somerset 

6.05 

4.50 

.35 

.06 

.93 

.15 

-- 

.06 

'u 1 1 i van 

8.37 

5.30 

.45 

.09 

1 .65 

.23 

.05 

.60 

usquehanna 

7.24 

4.76 

• 2\? 

. IG 

1 . 1 1 

. 55 

.02 

.38 

Tioga 

5.90 

4. 16 

.3! 

.07 

.96 

. 18 

.02 

.■'>0 

Un  i on 

6.15 

4.49 

.24 

.03 

1.13 

.06 

.03 

.12 

Venango 

6.72 

4.44 

.41 

.22 

.99 

.47 

. 1 1 

.08 

Warren 

6.19 

4.40 

.30 

• 1 ‘f 

.99 

. 17 

.08 

. 1 1 

Wash i ngton 

5.57 

3.91 

.34 

.07 

.93 

.23 

.03 

.06 

Ylayne 

6 . 06 

4.33 

.29 

.15 

.95 

.20 



. 14 

Westmore i and 

G.  14 

4.19 

.37 

.12 

1.03 

.30 

,05 

.03 

Wyom i n q 

6.19 

4.36 

.22 

.23 

1 .00 

.23 



.15 

York 

5.21 

3.63 

.29 

.10 

.,  1 

.30 

-- 

.18 

TOTALS:-. 

Excluding  ,'Meyheny 
and  Ph  i 1 ade 1 ph i a 

6.45 

4.27 

.41 

.15 

: .01 

.46 

.06 

.09 

A 1 I egh,;ny  and 
Phi  1 ado  1 phi  a 

7.74 

.08 

7.G6 

Grand  Total 
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May,  1935  - June,  1956 
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